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ye et*t 3 fawr #stn it Extft g fi m fa Eg see yet et ev i 

Separate paying is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 

VTTE II — Ylos 3 — EE4STJY (il) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (U) 

(yet T fa m*t <rft qTFm) etye eyyty e tPetwt] sftY ( ee ee eethe vt #**y) Ytefk snf«TYrujff ttyt ETY't 

ET7 favf«T7 flTiE Eh ePeEEETT( I 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India (other than the 
Ministry of Defence) and by Ccntrat Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 25 th January 1972 

S.O* 760 , — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 87 of the Employees 1 Stale Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), and in continuation of the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O. 70, dated the 16th December. 
1970 the Central Government hereby exempts (1) 
Mourigram Installation (Marketing Division), P-O. 
Radhadasi, District Howrah, and (2) Dum Dum Avia- 
tion Fuel Station (Marketing Division) Dum Dum Air- 
port, Calcutta, belonging to Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., 
from all the provisions of the Baid Act for a period of 
one year with effect from the 2nd January 1972 upto 
and inclusive of 1st January, 1973 

[No. 602(22 ) /70-HI. | 

EH tffr: EHHfa HEINE 
(«TH gfl Y YfaPTTY fHHTH ) 

25 1972 

«BTo ETo 760- — YTJTETft TTStT EtHT HFsrfEEE 
1948 (1948 EE 34) g5t ERT 8 7 gTTT EYN kwff ET 
EHtE ETTY |7T ERE ETEET NE YhETTY Hk ETEf E 


irawr ( he Ek Pieei < fTEUT ) gfty Pelmet eo Ego ht° 
70 ETYfa 16 ftERPT, 1970 % EE E kstE EVPTY 
EEgsTTYT : — 

( 1 ) ^fklH HTEE EIHTOJTE E Ekt HTE 

kYTEWTE (ewPct flfffl) ^Hi’EY-YTET 

smt, \ W ^TEET, Hk 

( 2 ) TE YE trfan'EE TEE YEflE (EIEfSE 
fefajTE) YE' EE t*ET Eft; ^TOT 

EE EEE ePePwEE % EET ETEEp E 2 EHEk 1972 E 
1 jfEEYT 1 97 3 0=6, Eg far El eP-m Pid giY% iTgr 3fE 
eE EEfsr % Pee gk | i 

(E° 9E° 602(22)/70-EEo HT$°] 

New Delhi , the 1st February 1972 

S.O, 761. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Pro- 
vident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri D. V, Soni to be an Inspector for the whole of 
the Union territory of Delhi for the purposes of the 
said Act and of the Scheme or the family pension 
Scheme framed thereunder in relation to any estab- 
lishment belonging to. or under the control of the 

( 9*5 ) 
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Central Government or in relation to any establish- 
ment connected with a railway company, a major port, 
a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry. 

[No. 21/5/68-PF.L] 

fSPFft, 1 FT^Tl' 1972 

wto wto 76i. — FFWTt ftftr srV 

fafa ^rfferf^nr 1952 ( 1952 FT 19 ) Ftsnn 
1 3 qft rwr ( 1 ) sttt 5 rw infwrf ft tpt>t FTT* 
ftf-tt rm-ffpr fto afro tffsft f> sw wfErftwr 
wft 37 ?% mtz farfwr f Wt tfIf % inr^r-ff Trfnr 

t t f e t t % m f^fr prm f fsrtf if 

itt fWf ^ iprqiff iTfrqfR- istt irr ^ itt f^qTaRr 
larff^r § Tr*wfarr fFTft 7«rm $ ttotfi if fWf w* 
Ottstf f^rnr Wf 1 1 

[TTOTT 2l(5)/68-fro5TT;o-l] 

S.O. 7 62.— Whereas the State Government of Ra- 
jasthan has, in pursuance of clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Employees' State Insur- 
ance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), nominated Dr. R. L. 

Chopra, Deputy Director, Medical and Health Servi- 
ces (Employees State Insurance) Government ol 
Rajasthan to be a member of the Medical Benefit 
Council in place of Dr. B. M. Sharma; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Employees' State Insurance Act; 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the noti- 
fication of the Government of India, in the Ministry 
of Labour and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), No. S.O. 3680, dated the 21st 
August, 1971, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading "[Nomi- 
nated by the State Governments concerned under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10]", for the 
entry against item (16), the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

"Dr, R, L. Chopra, Deputy Director, Medical and 
Health Services, (Employees State Insurance), 
Government of Rajasthan, Jaipur,” 

[No. F. U- 16012/12/7 1-HL] 

*PTo mo 76 % — TrT: TRWPf TT^T qr fr T C 

^ qflfcrrtf TRq jfttrr wfsrftwr, 1948 (1948 ft 34 ) 

qft STTT 1 0 Fl" ITT ( 1 ) % wu? («r) % W’TTTTF' ¥' 
^ STTo rr^To qTTfr ^q-fa^STF, F> qr fafFTFfa 
tot font (^nf-q-rfr rnsw sfnrr), TRrpTTTT trftt: 

F it STo ?To itito VTR-f sr^fFSTT tTt’TT % V 

zvrfzfk^z fqrqrr $ ; 

^T?r:. Wr, F^FTTV TTTT qriTT srfsrftRTJT, 1948 ( 1948 
$T 34 ) iff STTT 1 0 F) - ^TURT ( 1 ) % 5TTTTTTT *T 
tttftt TTrsiTi *nTrf tt tft k % «nr wTt 

TT3TTT (WT TflT T^TTR f^TTFr) F^ qfgrr^n' TTo FTo 
OT° 3680 wOn 21 WIFT, 1971 if tfk WT>f fTR- 

faf^r Tfifanr ftfV & wVkt 

FfsTFFn ff " (ff?fspr TKTTrf JTTT 5TTTT 1 0 tfV 

^THRT (i) % WJT (w) % srsffr Fmfafrtj)" 


(16) FTTT 'TTf-rwr^ra- 

JTfsrmfqRr SnrnfV, : — 

“STo WTo qrfo TffT3T, 

qT-fT^rr, Mroffir tt«tt rot 
( wfwfr TTHT 3flw) , TOT-fFR TTTTTT, 15^27:1” 

[Fo Wo T- 1 6 0 1 2/ 1 2/7 l-^o Wf 0 ] 

New Delhi , the 3rd February 1972 

S.O, 763. — In pursuance of clause (d) of sub- 
paragraph (1) of paragraph 4 of the Employees’ Pro- 
vident Funds Scheme, 1952, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shrl P. L, Subbiah as a member of 
the Regional Committee set up for the State of Tamil 
Nadu and makes the following further amendment in 
the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour No. SRO. 3381, dated the 2nd Nov- 
ember, 1954, namely: — ■ 

In the said notification, for entry 7, the following 
entry shall be substituted, namely: — 

"7* Shri P. L. Subbiah, General Secretary, National 
Textiles Workers' Trichy Road, Kamanatha- 
puram, Coimbatore.' ’ 

[No. 12/&/&-PF.IL] 
ftrSft, 3 'TTFrfl-, 1972 

WTo WTo 76 3. — frfa 1 9 5 2 
%$7T4%<M7T (l)% WJ* (*T) % W^TT^T Tf %rjftMT 
TTTTTT tf^TTT «ft 'fVo 1^0 Wt TT5RT 

% fw? Tqifqrr Ffafa «rr tnp trft f^r^r wr % 

wtr wtttt tttftt % ww ft^tttw ft wf^wrT tto 

WTof^o WTo 3381 crnftw 2^irr, 1 9 5 4 ir fiT^Tfrrf^cr 
TnfrsR wVt wruft & : — 

^RT Wf^nTT Jf srfqfe 7 % FTR TT (FOTfFftRT 

srWs JTfaFrrfqTT qff w*rf^; : — 

"7. sfl -I fto 5T5TO ^3I,3TTff, 

q^TFfwr, Wttt Jfrriitw ^ftt ijOm, 

fwfw Ttr, FtTRTT |" 

[Tfo 1 2 (8 )/ 64— 'fl'o'TTio 2 ] 

S.O- 764, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees' State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948) and in continuation of the notifica- 
tion of the Government of India in the late Ministry 
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 649, dated 
the 29th January, 1971 the Central Government hav- 
ing regard to the location of the factories mentioned 
in the Schedule below In the State of Timil Nadu in 
which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said 
Act are not in force, hereby exempts the said factories 
froln the payment of employer's special contribution 
leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act for a 
further period of one year with effect from the date 
of expiry of the period specified in the said notifica- 
tion or until the enforcement of the provisions of 
Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, whichever 
Is earlier. 

Ttra ScHltouLB 

1, Special Maintenance Sub-Division Workshop* 
Compound, Mettur Dam. 
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2 . Meter and Relay Testing Section, Cross Cut 

Road, Coimbatore- 12 . 

3 . Meter and Relay Tests and Telephone Section, 

8-81 East Main Road, Mettur Dam. 

4. Udamalpet Sub-Section, Tiruppar Road, Uda- 

malpet, Coimbatore District. 

5. Special Maintenance Laboratory, Control Rooms 

& M.R.T. Section/Pasumalai, Tamil Nadu 
Electricity Board, Pasumalai, Madurai- 17 . 

6. Papanasam Power House, Fapanewsam Project 

P. O., Tirunelvell District. 

7 . Special Maintenance Repair Shed Crosa Cut 

Road, Tatapad, Coimbatore-12. 

8. Hydro Electric Power Station (‘A’) Unit; Mettur 

Dam Power House and ‘B’ Unit, Mettur Tunnel 
Power House. Post Box No. 4, Mettur Dam, 
(post) Salem District. 

[No. F. 602 (33)/ 70 HI.] 

<f!To WT° 76 4 . — W’STPfV TP*T 
1948 (1948W 34 )Ttgn;r 73^ 

wwq (<snr srh tYjpttt 

tfWTT <fTTo STTo 649 , cTfftW 29 1971 % ^ if 

a it fafYftre 

% Fqr»T 3 it dfHtfHlS 

4 «flr 5 

% {?, OTf^rfa qY ejtpt Jr ^r 

'PTwr^r srftrfJm % tr^mr 5-v % yp-rrq- ^tnr- 
tffPT % f*m srf'frcnr % srftr^rr Jr 

qft tTHlf^T rtlfta ¥T W sfft STh: 
sprfu % m crs ttr % f%cr f% ^ ^rfsrr^m 
tp snnrR 5 % ?rvEr ry* er^fi Jr sr^^r ^Y ?Y sft vfY 

?Y ^jrcr 

1. Jrf^r qv-fzftnR m 4 nm ■fnviyy, $zt *tt i 

2. TYy.yfttTrsrrtfK-n 1 

3. 8 -si ^ Jfq 

fry, 1 

4 . ^mVrs: trs-Jiwr, frrwr fry, fmarrf\T 

f^FTl I 

5. JrfsJRr qftfm irrr° sjtto €fo 

ktoh, qigwi', rrfJror ;rr£ ^forfirfc Yti.qT^reHTf, 

^Tl^-] 7 I 

6 . MT T HTrr | T qTTr Mw-iirm sfi^ra ft* wto, 

ff#?TTft fw I 

7. Jrfc^ff f^frr wrr yr? ft¥, sum, 

rr- 1 2 i 


8. qm rf wft ('g’ ) qfe : tex nrc 

?rrrrr <t«tt 'ft' gfaz, zYw i rr^x ?T^rt 1 qrtae srprcr 

tf* 4, tier, ia (frw ) ferr i 

[f* w» 602 ( 33)/7 0-r^r* wrfo] 


S.O. 765. — Whereaa the Central Government wai 
satisfied that (1) Messrs. Manava Fine Art Offset Works 
(2) Messrs. Cambata Ferro-Manganese Private Ldml* 
ted were situated in Tumsar area which was a sparse 
area (that is, an area whose insurable population was 
less than 500) in the district of Bhandara in the State 
of Maharashtra; 

And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area, the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73 A of the Employees’ State Insu- 
rance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area by 
the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 2605, dated the 2nd November, 
1961; 

And. whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that toe insurable population of the Tumsar area in 
the district of Bhandatra in the State of Maharashtra 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees' State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In Schedule IV to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 5 the entry '‘Tumsar’' in column 4 and the 
corresponding entries in column 5 shall be omitted. 

[No. F. 003/7/70-HI,] 


qtt£> yn° 765. — *RT: Yi'sfYT *nHHT q? WffFT 
w «rr 1 % (l ) 4 qrY thptt 'bh’T strofc 
(2 ) fafJr^, firerrc afa 

Jr f**Tcr m qft % «Tten f^r?r Jf fesra gf 

icrraKT sa^r (srqffT rf ttt ^tt , rw wRi^ft 

500 Jr «ft) «n; 

srH m : ftgrt $£ ^rrnrrfr % if % 

wan, q^:, %^rq nwiT y qni73rT% qn, *rrer 

KTqrr:% ,! r i T wY?: qi\^nTK ^wirqfftyrfJr^n'^ ° «irr ° 

2665 mfrar 2 i96i srt qTrf’^rft ^rr 

srffjpm, 19 48 (l948^T 34)qrTtrm 73^%5TlfrT 

% fwq Jr ^ ^ 

fr «fr m f% ^rr ^fsrft^r % srsqw 5 % ^r 

m Jr sr^fcRr ?t qn?r; 

sfrr, fr ; OTT'< qn qr? hhtstr ft »wt t f% 

TIW % '(Trau f5t% jf ^ 
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strict 500 7 77 7 f ?tf: ^ 77 717 Ur 

47 77 T^f |; 

77:, 77, T77RT TRT 7T7T 7[tjf777, 1948 (l9 48 
34 ) 47 stfj 7 3-7 sra ttm srfaRt 47 ttft 
| IT 7'iflW 7747T CJTTffnET 747 safsT^TT if 7F '7i7 
tTFUrfiT 77777 tftt £, ?r<ri7 :■ — 

777 TffeTfTTT Tf 4 if, FF7 4 if 

5pr 7571 5 * 7T77 "<J77R J ' Slfafe 7F RF7 5 if 
aff TeFTFT Tfaf'-TTf HR 4R 77 7T77r I 

>5 

[ffo 77 13 603(7)/70-^° TIFF] 

S.o. 766. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that Messrs, Hindustan Construction Com- 
pany was situated in Tumsar area which was a sparse 
area (that is an area whose insurable population was 
less than 500) in the district of Bhandara jn. the State 
of MaharashLra; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse 
area the aforesaid factory was granted exemption 
from the payment of the employees special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees' State Insu- 
rance Act, 1948 (o’ 4 of 1948) until enforcement oi the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 1073, dated the 3rd April, 1963; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Tumsar area in 
the district of Bhandara in the State of Mahaiashtra 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse 
area; 

Now, threfore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees' SLate Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
maKes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 2, the entry “Tumsar” in column 
3 and the corresponding entry in column 4 
shall be omitted. 

[No. F. 603(7)/70-HI.] 

*PTo STTo 760. — 77’ ^14 TtTR 47 714 7717:7 
i?T 77T 71 U 777 4T^44T7 TTTifr, 37FTT t^T 

if feqtf qr 7t T^FTR RTT T 7T7n f^T 7 Z=; 

STPMifr 77 (mt% 77r 3T7 f^TT^ 7t7T W 7RTTr 
5 00 41 4:7 *fV) 7 r; 

7 U, 77: 7747 fa*# ft 717771 % 77 7 77fr-7f7 
% 7r7R 'T r 7 r 4nR ;f 7T7~77 7F7TPT 77 , 7PCT 

7T47T% 5 777t r <T77R73T'77 T7fiEJ77r7 « 77 0 71 * 
107 3, TT^FT 3 777, 1903 TFT 77 Tiff TT77 TtTT 
7f7f777, 1948 (l 948 47 34 ) 4^ 7FT 7 37 7 7£ft7 
f77R7 41 [777 7[77T7 4T 77T7 7 ct7 77 % [77 07 7 
ift eft 77 741 Ur 77 7f7f777 % 7E7I7 5 T 7R77 77 
m 7 JRfFT 7^ fTT 717; 

q-V, 77:, 47^17 77477 47 7^ 77T7T7 7T 77T I f 4 T 
T^rvr^ 7T37 ^ 7177 [7% 7 gTTTT 4T7 tU ^TET 777 
TTTT^ 5 0 0 7 77 77 7 , STIt 77 7fT fq'TT^ iff. TTRUT 
47 7^1 ti 


7a 77 47’ 7T7T 7T37 tflTT Wfaf777, 1948 ( 1 9 4 8 
47 34 )4fr7FT 7 37 TFT 777 Brf777T 47 7771 4F7 Jtr 
4TST7 7T41TT TT^TFT ^*47 TfTfTTI 7 7U 717 fTR- 
f7f77 77777 7Ff[ t, 77T7 : — 

747 4TT 77^7T 7, 7F7 3 7, 77 7OTT 

2 % Wi ‘‘77717”7f7te7h-R77 4 1 4^ ?F77?ft 

7f7fR 7 f -7 4T 7lUft I 

[7o7)To 0 03 (7 )/7 0-1^70 47to ] 

S.O. 767. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that Messrs. Shriram Metal Industries was 
situated in Tumsar area which was a sparse area 
(that is, an area whose insurable population was less 
than 50U) in the district of Bhandara in the State of 
Maharashtra; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse 
area the aforesaid factory was granted exemption from 
the payment of the employer's special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees' State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the pro- 
visions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area by 
the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. 8,0. 2556, dated the 30th August, 
1963; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that tnc insurable population of, the Tumsar area in. 
tne district of Bhandara in the State of Maharashtra 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse 
area; 

Now, threfore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 1, the entry “Tumsar" in column 3 and the 
corresponding entry in column 4 shall be omitted. 

[No. F. 603(7) /70-HI.l 

47 o ?n° 76 7, — ETT; MRjfpT 7T47T 47 Ti-T 77TffT7 
i\ T7T m U 7*77 ^FT7 727 7T fpTTTT «T7 if 

f f 77 «fr 7T TfPTR 7TTT 7 7TTnf74r irU'Tffff 7T7rf[ 
47 77 (7'41'T 77f M7 f774?T fFTT 777 7T7I7t 500 
T7 7f ) 7 f; 

VP-, 77:, 7747 UtTM Zf 7T7P4T % W7 7 77f?7f7 
^ 7T7F r n : 47^i7 7T7T7 7 ^7777 7F^7 Trf, 7177 
fT^rp' : P 77 7F 7T77T7 77FT7 4?f 7° 

47 o 7T « 2556,7T7Ur 3077HT, 1 9 6 3 TFT 777Eft TRT 
#i'7T 7f7f777, 1948 (1948 47 34 ) 4?t 7I7T 737 % 
77 T7 U7FT7 4T [777 7f77T7 % 77T7 7 77 741 % f7T 
%Z T 7T 7T T7 741 fT 77 7[7f777 W7T7 5 % 7T77T 
77 ?T7 7 77fT7 7?f 717; 

Tlr, 77: 77TK 47 [7^ 77T7T7 77T | f4T 

74TTTR rrC7 T 7iT7 [ 7 % 7 |77TT 517T Tt #7 777 
^,71^15,7 5 0 0 7 7? 77 7“F 77 77 UgfT 7T7UV 
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ee ee EEwm tre EfsrfEEE, 1948 (1948 

TT 34 ) E^T ERE 7 3T JRT ETcf ErfEclET EE TER ERE 
gE %qftE HWTT ERR^RT SEE Efa^EET E E^T WE 
tEJRfwfaE eerje ERcfV $, to : — 

tee e^eet ti stee^t ii the 3 4,w 
eeet 1 t eiee 1 '^eett” RtTfe e^t rfe 4 R 
e-eert tfife wet er fr mripfr i 

A 

[E° EEo 603 (7 )/70-^®n^] 

S.O. 768. — Whereas the State Government of Tamil 
Nadu has, in pursuance of clause (d) of sub-section 

(1) of section 10 of the Employees 1 State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), nominated Dr. P. R, Balakri- 
shnan, Director of Health Services and Family Plan- 
nin£, Government of Tamil Nadu to a member of the 
Medical Benefit Council in place of Dr, P. S. Kumara- 
velu; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of L948), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment in the notification of 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment), No. S.O. 3680, dated the 21st August, 1971, 
namely;— 

In the said notification, under the heading "(Nomi- 
nated by the State Governments concerned under Clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10) ", for the entry 
against item (11), the following entry sh 11 be substi- 
tuted, namely;— 

"Dr. P. R. Balakrishnan, 

Director of Health Services and Family Planning, 
Government of Tamil Nadu, 

Madras." 

[No. F. LM6012(13) /71-HI.] 
VTo ET° 7 6 8. — JET: EfEW ETE ERir WTEET % 
TRUITT TRW sfHTT EfafEEE, 1948 ( 1948 ^ 34) 

ERE 1 0 iwm ( 1 ) % ’Try (e) % EEETW it TTo 
Eio ERo ETWifREE, TErRE EEPT EET EfTETT 

fEErWE WfiTW WTT WTETT Tt TTo Eto FWo JETTS'^ 
% REFT fafERTT SRjfEET EftqR % WE if WPT- 

fEET | I 

EE: EE EEEnfr TRE EtET EfafEEE, 1948 ( 1 948 

et 3 4) sfV ere i o tV wtettt ( i ) % eewtw if 

WRER TTEESRT ERE WRETR % EE ?TVt ^WEfE EETWE 
(re eIr RtWER fEEFi) et e%$eet eo eto er 
3680 ERtET, 21 EERE 1971 E EtR ETE fiREfwf’EE 
EE EE TRfr EEPT :■ — 

WET eFe^EET E ‘ ‘ (EEfacT ERETRf JRT iTRT 1 0 ET 
WEERE ( l) % (e) % EEtE ETEfTf^) ” EfEE % 

?f¥% EE (ii) E ETeE Et EfafcW % REFT TR fREfwfww 
EfVfcE EfERETfEW ET WEtEf EEFT : — 

"ETo Eto EFo ETEI^CEE” 
fw^EFR RETR*E EETTr EET EfRETR fEEtWE, 
d (EE EET ERF, 

EETE l” 

[Eo ET° ^-16012(l3)71-^o Erfo] 


S,0. 769. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that (1) Pallathra Bricks and Tiles Limited, 
Thirunaliore, (2) Kannimuttam Oil Mills, (3) N. J. 
Jhon Oil Mills. (4) Veeyana Trades and Industries 
Manappuram were situated in Pallipuram Shertallay, 
Mattathukadvavu and Thaikkattuseri Shertallay areas 
which were sparse areas (that is, areas whose insurable 
population was less than BOO) in the district of Allep- 
pey in the State of KeraJa; 

And, whereas by virtue of their location in the sparse 
area, the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer's special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insu- 
rance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area by 
the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India In the late Department of Social 
Security No. S.O, 3287, dated the 2nd September, 1964; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the Insurable population of the Pallipuram Sher- 
tallay, Muttathukadvavu and Thaikkatuseri Shetallay 
areas in the district of Alleppey in the State of Kerala 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse 
area; 

Now, therefore, in exericse of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees* State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely;— 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 1, the entries "Pallipuram Shertal- 
lay”, "Muttathukadvavu 11 and "Thaikkattuseri 
Shertallay” in column 3 and the corresponding 
entries in column 4 shall be omitted. 

[No. F. S-38018(6)71-HI.] 

VTo RTo 76 9. — EE: ETEET EE Ef EEtSTE 

(ft EET ET f% 

(1) E [ETERI ff EE 7R £TT?E fE 0 , fETETEtT 

(2) EETPJJE ETEE fE?E 

(3) t£Eo Eo ETERfE^r (e^E 

( 4 ) EEETET f ?E Etj EEFJTE 

r EnfT'JEE Tf’^EErf EJT^EEEETE, %CrK EFfTRERV % 

ret Jr ffEE Sr 1 e> ere rtee % eee> fE% E fEErff 

EtETEt EE m (EE?E ^ET WE flTEETi' ^fET ERE ETET^t 
500 % ETE Et) ET ; 

EE: EEETt fEETTr EPETfr % WE if EEffEfE 
% EfETT ET ETEIE ETETT % EEEEE EEWIEf ET> ERE 
ETEET % ETETTeE' ETWT fEETE TT Eft^EET E 8 E?To ET° 
3287,ElfF3T 2 fEECET, 1 964 ITTI EENnft TRE ^tET 
EftrfEEE, 1948 ( 1948 EE 34) ElV ERT 73E ^ ErfVE 
fEEtET % fEEE EFeETE % EETE E EE ET % f'Etr 
? f r *f r EE ET f T EE EfEfEEE % E'-TTE 5 % ETJRE EE 
WE E EEfEE EEf Eft; 

Eh EE: EEfTE ETEET EE E? EEWFT $E EET | % 
TTE TRE % EEE'r fw,% E ETEWlt WE ET ^RtT ?TRe 
ETEIE t EE 56 0 ^ E? Et % wVt Ef EE fESrft jf Ert^ 
EE ^ Elff ^ ; 
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irar: ^ tt^r) 1 stVrt *rftif«im, 1948 ( 1 948 
tt 34) tF «nrr 7 3 T ircr jfrt Tfforof tt sm»r trt ^ 
%JsrtT tktr q^rarrT ^rfir^-sr^rr R qk Fw- 

F?rF«nr xrvfUrr Tkt | wfcr : — 

*rfo$;forr tt r ?erwr 3 *:• *r o 1 
#r ‘fofojRr dr«r^t” “ctotw 1 ’ wit 
'‘(TTCTRSkF srfMmt sfk ?cm 4 ii' tt t£ 

ermrtt srFrfefert ^ ^7 %t srrwwrP 1 

[ffo 9510 CJXT— 38 0 1 8 ( 6 ) / 7 HJTo 5Tf$o] 

S.O. 770, — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that the Shertallai Coir Mats and Matting 
Co-operative Society Limited, Shearing Factory; was 
situated in Shertallay area which was a sparse area 
(that is, an area whose insurable population was less 
than 500) In the district of Alleppey in the State of 
Kerala; 

And, whereas by virtue of Its location in a sparse 
area the aforesaid factory was granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees' State Insu- 
rance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Department of Social 
Security No. S.O. 948, dated the 19th March, 1985; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Shertallay area 
in the district of Alleppey in the State of Kerala has 
now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a spurse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the notification, against Serial 
No, 1, the entry “Shertallay’' in column 3 and 
the corresponding entry in column 4 shall be 
Omitted. 

[No. F. S~38018(6)71/HL] 
TTo WTo 770. — IFF fork TRTR TT T? SRTOFf 

5 rt irt <jt far Ft t*fr for m t Fnr TT-TOtffor 
TFtwprf^Ftit? wWFttt wfr; (for it Fwr *rr 
Tft 7m £ t ffo fsm it Fn?tt f £ xrmit tt m 
(w«rk ^ttt (for Farrr^ km sottr 500# tt k>) 
«tt; 

?rk tt: Ttrw)' Ff 3 r> f f % (for if wrFf«TF?r % 

TTfOTT <R TkR RTR t mk TTTTsTR Tt TT77T TRTR 

% TTWiffoT tjtw Tt wFw^rt ko tt° ?jto 948 , 

<rr6w 19 THT 1965 5T7T TfRlfT 7m sflTT TTfHfkTR, 
1948 ( 1948 TT 34) tF SURT 73T % STfjR FftFtT 

% fkrr«r wFwm % rrm tt rnr rnrr % fwif sr T fo «fr 

T*T TTT Ft ITT wFtjFWPr ip STOTFT 5 T 7W "37? #7 if 

sRffor TTfi $F toF i 

?rk JFf: kkk trtr tt Tf mngrr ?F mrr £ Ft 
T 7 tt \i 7 m % wfofr Ffor if </i w if (for tF FF*tt vriwr^t 


tt 500 it' tt 7,-f | wk ^ wt fkkr $$ wnrrfl' tt 

^ ^ t; 

7m tFtt wFtrftm, 194 . 8(1948 
TT 34 ) Tf EJT7T 73 ^ ffiTT STTtT Tfek TT STTkT TT^ ftr 
T-ffk TrTTTRTra^m RFT if Wk Tlif fkf- 

FtFski- TTTftxrn qmr | wk : — 

Tt if Ttrm 3 if m 
tto 1 t Trrfor "ifomik” sihfe wk 4 if Tf 

TTr7«r.fTf TrfVfe ^cT T7: T> Tfi.'fo I 

po TTo tT7T-38 018(6)/71-lTToSrito] 

S.O. 771.— Whereas the Central Government wai 
satisfied that (1) Shankar Paint and Oil Mills (P) 
Limited, 4 Cullen Road (2) Variamparanbil Oil Mills, 
Manappuram; were situated in Sherthallai area which 
was a sparse area (that is, an area whose insurable 
population was less than 500) in the district of 
Alleppey in the State of Kerala; 

And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees 1 State Insu- 
rance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the suid Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O. 1995, dated the 1st June, 
1968; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Sherthallai area 
in the district of Alleppey in the State of Kerala has 
now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse aiea; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, nameiy: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 1, the entry “Sherthallai" in column 

(3) and the corresponding entries In column 

(4) shall be omitted. 

[No. F. S-38O18(0)71/HI.] 
TTo wr° 77i. — 7T7TT7: TT ^ ^WTTJFT 

m «rr Ft ( i ) tt 7 k Fm (tr ) fro, 

4, wt 7k, ( 2 ) TFmqrkTr * Fmr, tfttjot; 

Fffok Fm ttt 7m % srfofr 
l^snTnft-TTifor (mfr(im (for ImTr fom trUV 
500 tt «(F) tt; 

(ffk, Ter; sf srraifr % T TTforFer 

% miTR r Tkrr trtr ^ stjr trtttt tt, trt 

R TT7 T m, FtTOTT qk fom-PT (RfTTk FmTR 

fkrpr ) TfTfimr tto tto 1995 , TTkr 1 ^r, 

1968 JRT TTTTkV 7m sftTT 5TF«rFTTT, 1948 (l948 
TT 34 ) Tt (IRT 7 3T % TSfk FFTtTT % FTTT flf7TTTT 
T TrTTT IT !TT TTT $ ft-1 0 vsi ^ TT *jt 5TT cTT TT 
srftrlWT ^ STSqTT 5 T ^RTST T RTtfor 

to ; 
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WK, ^TcT:, TTOIV TT TO TTTSTTT TOT f 

fa TTOT TITO W#tfY faT T TTTTTf STO Tt TW affrcr 
WRTftsR 500<*TO Il<|, ft TOTOft 
to saTr T^t | ; 

5rr:,*nr TOfTOT^vTO^^wfafTOT, 1948 (1948 

to 34 ) ^fV urn 7 3 ^ arm ttt srfmmi to sr^fm tTO jrr 
%^TO tttot tot wfa^RT t wk mn 1 faro- 

fafaT twTtpt T’vfl t, T*rfa : — 

tot wfa^TOr €r m^fx Jr (3) Jr 

tot To 1 3 ? ttt% ‘Ynkrot " srfafe: wk ttot (4) ^ 
# ?rmrpfr srfafe tr tt <fr ^rm^fr 1 

[To too ^—38018 (e)/7i-^o srrfo] 

S.O. 772, — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that Kerala Food Packers was situated in 
Sherthallai area which was a sparse area (that is, 
an area whose insurable population was less than 500) 
in the district of AlLeppey in the State of Kerala; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location, in a sparse 
airea, the Etforesaid factory was granted exemption 
from the payment of employer’s special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the pro- 
visions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area by 
the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour .Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O, 3684, dated the 9th October, 
1968; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Shertallai area in 
the district of Alleppey in the State of Kerala has 
now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely:— 

In the Schedule to the said notification. Serial No. 
1, and the entries relating thereto shall be 
omitted. 

[No, F. S-38028(G) 71/HI.] 

WTo 772. — TT: TOTOv TT TO TTT0R 

ifr TOT «TT fa <Tt 4, TTTTOTTf sJt T ^TOT WT : TfT 

%tt tto % wt ft Jr TRTfrTOSTT (toft 

'Jtt eak farfaY sfkT tYto TR far 500 J; tot ) « rr ; 

wk, to: ttoYy frgtY smnfr £ $kr Jr wTffafr 

% WTETTT TO kffa TTOTT ^ TOTOTPt TX, WTO 

WTTOT % “TOT, flWT wk TTOW WTTOT (wwwk TTTOTT 7 ' 


fkTR)^wfa?j(wwrwoTOo*rT° 3684Tkfa 9*nqp- t 
1968 CRT TTWWkY TOW sfYWT T#WI, 1948 (l948 
TO 3 4 ) tff WPT 7 3W $ Tsffa fwWTTOT % fwWV wfWWTW * r 

wtht k to tt % f^rtr wz ^ ft «fr tv tot fa wfwfw 

% WEWTW 5 % W7TOW ~W Jf TOfTO Weft ft TT?t ; 

Slk, TO:, tfwrftw TOT: IT TO WS? WWnTfT ft TOT t ft? 

kro ttto % faJr Jr wtwwt$ <wt kY «fi wi w , to stri^Y 

TOT 500 Jr TO wf wtT T? TO TRlff TO 5T«T 

'TO':, TOTTOTTOfl TTTO^TOWftjfTOW, 1948 ( 1948 
TO 34) qft HTOT 73^STOTTOfT7rfTTOfTO 
TOjfrr RTTOT tTTO'jm TOT Jr 'Cft'T WTO 1 fTOT- 

frf'TO TTOTO TTrft TOTiT : — 

TOT wfa^TOT Tft Jf TOT W 1 wk 

TOTOTOft 5TfTfc2TT TOT TV T r TT^fr | 

'fl 

[TToTOo trw-38018(6)/71-^To to|o] 

New Delhi 3 the 4 th February 1972 

S.O. 773, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government having re- 
gard to the location of the Biological Products Section, 
Badshah Bagh, Lucknow in an area in which the pro- 
visions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act are in 
force, hereby exempts the said factory from the pay- 
ment of the employer’s special contribution leviable 
under Chapter VA of the said Act for a period of one 
year with effect from the 15th May, 1971 upto and 
inclusive of the 14th May, 1972. 

[No. 6(60)69-HL] 

Tffsrofr, 4TOTk, 1972 

*T°Wr° 7 73- — TOTTTft TTTO #RT wfafVTOT, 
1948 (1948 TO 34) T?Y STTTT 73T JTTT TTOT TfTOTf 
TO RTk TOT* %TftT TOTOT TTOkflfTOT" sftTOTOT 

Jrrro, totw ttt, tot-3; tY *fY efr Jf, fTOkr tot 

wfafTTO % WSTOT 4 tflV 5 % TOTOT TTOT f , WTfTOfT 
TOR Jf ^ TOT TOWJr TT> TOT wfsrfTOPT % WTOTT 
5-T % WSfR TTTTTOftT fTOtTT ^ fTTO wfTOR % TOTO 
Jr 15 vf, 1971 Jr 14 1972 TT fTOTJf T$ frT tfX 

TfTOfTT |, TO TO Tfr TOTOTfa % fTOf TOT51VT feft 
%_ I 

[T° TOo 6 ( 60) 69-TO° WTf o] 


S.O. 774 , — I n exercise of the powers conferred by section 73 F of the Employees* State Insurance Act, 1948 (24 of 1948 ) the Central 
Government, having regard to the location of the factories specified in column ( 4 ) of the Schedule here to annexed in areas specified in 
column ( 3 )of the said Schedule in the State of Maharashtra in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act are not in force, 
hereby exempts the said factories from the payment of employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act for a 
period of one year from the date of publicaton of this notification in the Official Gazette or until the enforcemcntof provisions of Chapter V 
of the said Act In those areas, whichever is earlier. 
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Schedule 


Serial 

Name of District 

Name of Area 

Name of the factory 


No. 




a) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 



i Wflrdhfl Wardha , . . i, Rahstra bhasha Press. 

а, Prabhat Oil Mills. 

3. Rajasthan Oil Mills. 

4. Prabhat Oil and Extraction Industries. 

5. Prakash Vegetable Oil Products. 

б. Prakash Udyog Solvent Extraction Plant. 

7. Prakash Binola Udyog. 


*?to Wo 774. — ■wf’nrt' stfarfainT, 

1948 ( 1 948 w 34) wY Krrrr 7 vrftcPTT ^nr 

%rsrY=r nwTT^ra- s’m'i 4 

{(■ wTwrf ^ wr^fl - § 3 n 

irfrcr^ tfjjt t tfaY if, fwrSf ^ wfafim Y wvm 

4 *fpc 5 % ^t^st ^ f , wrfV*rf?r wtjt if 733% 

jit , sw wrurrif sTfafa^nr % wm s-w; % wftfr 
^??n?offJT % favfa srFwR Y it *rfsr- 

$mr % if t frrsrr v\ (^rtfg' ir 9 ^f wrftr % 
f^rcr zrr cr* % fa* n ^ fw srfaft w wssrnr 5 
% UqTP=lf ^ tfjff if 5 tf ff ^|f ft wft, sfr vff <n^r st, 
vz Ycff | 1 


[No. F. 601/29/70-HI] 




WIT 


st?r wt 

tp.itiY *rr ?rw 

( 1 ) 

( 3 ) 

( 3 ) 

(1) 

1 . 

*raf 

*sr? 

1. nspnwsh - 


2. sr*tnr stfcr fapr 


3. srm^f faerr 

4 . SntTrr WTR" ITTS' 

fwr P'ffrrr 

5. sppto wJTsr 

jflWtf 

e. 5 tf,nir ^sft’t 

7. StTTTT PsrfHr 

[tfo tf^o 6 0l( 29) /70-tTifo WfoJ 


S* 0 . 775. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insuraucc Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central 
Government, having regard to the location of the factories specified inlcolumn (4) of the Schedule hereto annexed in areas specified in 
column (3) of the said Schedule in the State of Mahrashtra in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act are not in force 
hereby exempts the said factories from the payment of employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the Act said for a 
period of one year from the date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette or until the enforcement of provisions of 
Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, whichever is earlier. 

Schedule 


Serial 

No. 

Name of District 

Name of Area 

Name of the Factory 

a) 

O) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

1 

Ahmcdnagar 

. Savedi 

Kapurwadi 

Messrs. S. M. Saffi and Brothers. 

Messrs. Building Material Supply Company, Shcndi. 

2 

Akola .... 

. Washim 

Messrs. Gulati Dali Mills. 

3 

Amravati . 

. Paratwada 

Messrs. M.S.R.T. Corporation. 

4 

Bhandara .... 

. Bhandara 

(1) Messrs. Farasram Kundanlal, 

(2) Messrs. Kothari Metal Industries. 

5 

Poona 

. Fursingi 

Messrs. Dhere Concrete products. 

6 

Thana .... 

. Palghar 

Messrs. Muralo Chemicals and Paint Private Limited 


[No. F. 601 (29)70-HI] 
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VTO Wfo 775 . — TTTTiTf TFT TtTT irfirfTTT, 1948 (l 948 nT 34 ) iff STITT 73 T JKTTITT ITflOTf 
IT TIFT nTT JCT TTfET RTTTT ^ ITT TITTS WJ^ff % ITT 4 T f¥rfc®£ nFUTTT nf TIT IFjguf % ITT 3 
Jr frfTfe T?rir^ irir ir <?'t wtt t , faTJf titt TfafarT % tetti 4 tVt 5 % tut tit Tgf £, wrfirfT n't 
kttt Jr ul |tT sfnr^rJr nt tit TfafarT % tsttt sn % uiftr Tfr^iffr frimn % farita Tfrirr % titt 

It TIT TfsT^TTT % T HIT T TirfiTT lit TRET T TI TT iff TTfsr V fm TT TT TT % flTT TT TtTtTIT Tfa- 
fTTT % WBTTT 5 % TTTET TT mm T TfT TIT fT TTT TT tff T^TjfT, TTSJFm? Tift £ I 

T^Tt 


%T TTir 

fur nr TFT 

m t nr tft 

?TRT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 

TTRTTTF 

TETTI 

TITlf TTo (Tio irnf TFTT 1 



n^mnrf 

ttt fnfjTT Tfsfmr ittt^ nii^f, iff-yf i 

2 


TrflTT 

TITT TTfTf TFT frm 1 

3 


TTTTTTTT 

TTT C{T 0 TTo TRo sffo nrff^TT 1 

4 

VKTT 

TTTFT 

( 1 ) TTT IFIRTT JITTTTT 1 
( 2 ) TTT ntTlff ^'iF^fT 1 

5 


nifTifr 

ttt tf nnfr stItitt 

6 

«rnr 

TTTT 

4tt JjFFTf nfmoTTiT itsti^it fTfrri i 


[TTo To 601 ( 2 9 ) / 7 0— TJT ° TT^o] 


S.O. 776, —In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 C 34 
of 1948), and in continuation of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) S.O. 1310 dated the 6th March, 1971 the Cen- 
tral Government having regard to the location of the 
Cochin Refineries Limited, Cochin in an area in which 
the provisions of Chapter IV and V of the said Act are 
not in force, hereby exempts the said refineries from 
the payment of the employer’s special contribution 
leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act for a farther 
period of one year with effect from the 0th December, 
L971 upto and inclusive of the 5th December, 1972. 

[No. F. 601(69)/70-HL] 
UToWTo 7 76. — nTTlff IFT Tfal TfafTTT 1948 
( 1 948 IT 34 ) nfTFT 73 T ITU STTtT nflTTf TT STITT 
ITT ^ Til TFT T7TTT % TT TITTF wTt TTlfT 
TTTTT (OSPT TV ftTTF flTTl) iff TfT^TTT To TTo 
TTo 1 3 1 0 TFfU 6 TTT 1 97 1 % UT if %UfT TTTF 

irN^T fTHr?TI>T fTfTTT hMt nf 3 FT if, fTTT 

TIT TfsrfrTT % wmvr 4 tIt 5 % TUTT ITT T^f f 
TlfmfT ift FTTT if TUT fnr -JIT nTTUFf nf TIT ufa- 
fTTT % ToTTT 5-1- % TTfT T^T^Ufl flTRI % flWT 

irfrirr i: tttt t 6 fiTm 197 ] ^ 5 fenriT i 972 
^TIT fUTT Tf fir Tf TpiTfufT £ ttjjt TlT IT iff 
imrrrifT ^ fTT c^jft ut tfr t 1 


[to ITTo 6 0 1/( 69)/7 Q-^0 SJT$o] 


S.O. 777. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), and in continuation of the notifi- 
cation of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) No. S,0. 1843 dated the 19th April, 1971 
the Central Government having regard to . the location 
of the factory, namely Machine Shop-cum-Tool Room, 
Calcutta-2, and the Chrome Tanning Extension Centre, 
Calcutta-46 in an area in which the provisions of 
Chapters IV and V of the said Act are in force, hereby 
exempts the said factories from the payment of the 
employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter 
VA of the said Act for a further period of one year 
with effect from the 1st January, 1972 upto and inclu- 
sive of the 31st December, 1972. 

[No. F, 601(77)/ 70-HI.] 


UTo UTo 77 7. — TTTTTr HIT I'm TfafriT' 
1948 ( 1948 IT 34) iff TFT 73 T £FT ITT TlflTTT 
IT I ITT I7T% |T sftr TIFT IFTF % TT FFimT Xj)X 
5 TTTT TTTTT (FT T> TITTF flTTT) iff TfsT^TTT 
To ITo UTo 1843 TTdrr 19 1971 % HT if 

irrftir w ifthtt ttf TiffT ttt-it-ttt ¥ t? 

^ CN T 

irmrr-2 ttt ttt ifm titititt t-tf iffftt-46 
iff Tiff SfTT T fririf TIT TfsrfTTT % T^TTT 4 «ffl 5 ^ 
TIT’T TIIT If, TTflTfT iff 6 ITT T T^TT f t TIT I MU ITT 
Iff TIT TfafTTT % TeiTT 5-T % TTIT firm 

^ flTT ^fTTET ^ TTITT 1 ifTT^f 1972 ft 31 fTTFTT 
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TT fTTT TfT frr tfT 7rfJ r 4%cT rrqr tf[T zrr 4TV 

TT^rrMsr T fair rr^TTTT ^ Tcft $ I 

[*T° 'ETo G 0 1 ( 77)/7CM^T° STToto] 

S.O, 778 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees' State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), unci in continuation of the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O. 3278 dated the 14th Septem- 
ber, 1970. the Central Government having regard to the 
location of the factory, known as Hindustan Aeronau- 
tics Limited, Naslk Division, Nasik, In an area in which 
the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act 
are In force, hereby exempts the said factory from the 
payment of the employer’s special contribution leviable 
under Chapter VA of the said Act for a further period 
of one year with effect from the date of expiry of the 
period specified in the said notification. 

[No* F. 602(20) /70-HI.] 


*To WT° 77 8, — TRTTft TFR 'JTftrffTiTR, 1948 

( 1948 »PT 34) iff STTT 73=T ITTT 9rlwff Tl SWR 

ttT <j(t ktit=t ttttt % nt, t^rtt wIt 
RTETT (>SHT *tYT TtmT fT'JTTT ) qrT STffHfTTT 
lf° <tfTo *JTo 3278 ITITfa 14 fWTRTT 1970 % 
’fio if httr ff-rfaf?, 

Trfor firwr, Trf^pfr tett Jf, 

fsmJf ’TftrfrET % wzm 4 sflr 5 % tttft st^^t 

$ ^TfraifT 6TPT Jr ^rr -j^r TR'TET TT TW 
^fkfTTT % «tWIET 5-T % STT>T fTTRiT 

% faiffa EfWT % IT^R ft ^fal^PTT Jr fa%T TTfto «pf 

HJ-'iE-fr % n'F sflr qrf ^rf®r%r % frpj ^irsttt £cff 

I' 

[ifo UTo 602(20)/70 Wffo] 


S.O* 779.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 75F of the Employees’ State Insnrancc Act, 194 8 C34 of i94^)i and 
continuation of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Dcpariment of 
Labour and Employment) No. S.O, 3607, dated the 23rd October, 1970 the Central Government having regard to the location of the 
factories specified in column (4)of the Schedule here to annexed in areas specified in column (3) of the said Schedule in the State of 
Kerala in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act are not in force, hereby exempts the said factories from the 
payment of employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act for a further period of one year from the t ate of 
expiry of the period specified in the said notification or until the enforcement of provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, which- 
ever is earlier. 


Schedule 


Serial 

No. 

Name of District 

Name of Area 

Name of the factory 

l 

2 

3 

4 

1 

Cannanore 

. Kanhirodc 

Messers. Kanhirode Weavers’ Co-operative produc- 
tion and sales Society Ltd., No. 1144, Koodali, 

2 

Ernaltulam 

. Kanayannur 

Messers. O.E.N. India Limited, Mullanthunithy, 

3 

Kottayam 

. Konnanthady 

Changanacherry 

Messrs . Pannlar Power Station^ Vellathuval, 

Messrs . Vijaya Match and Timber Industries. 

4 

Quilon 

. Paravoor Thckkumbagam 
Thckkumbagam 

Messrs. Flarco, Paravoor. 

Messrs. Kerala Seafoods, Necndakara. 

5 

Trichur 

, Vcdakkumuri 

Messrs. Resionons and Chemical Products. 


[No. F, 6 o 2 ( 25 )/ 7 o-HI] 

*To WTO 779 . — TJNrff TFR jftRT STfSTfoPT, 1948 (l948 TT 34) <flt STITT 73«T STITT 5TTTT Trf^ff 
jpi irir>T Epr^ ItT'jTTT^ *rTTTTT NT, TftTCTTsffT T/T^TtT 441^4 («PT *ffT TfTTTT fWF ) TT qfyjp-qT TOT 

H7T o5TTo 3607 ?Tr<V<J 23 5T4TJ5T, 1970 ^ 4PT if HTTR?TT% SIRS 4 Jf fafafTR ^TT^Hf 

Tt ^"RT ^T^^fTT % TfPfT 3 if %TH T R®T % fJJT $TSff Jf, TTT ^TffffTPTT % STCTR 4 W)T 5 % T-TTIT 

5^ ^ y iprgirq-fiT spf STFT Jf TT3% f 7 TFT TTWFT TT TFT qfafiWR % 5TS*TR 5 T % STift-T TTTT'fFr faTTF* 

% trfrTTTT % HTR If ^TT wfT fTTT Jf 4TTftT # THTnffT TT TTfhsT IT FT TT TT 3 T)t T t?TT 

m TT T fTT ^TT TP f% wMTTT % WSTR 5 % iff F TfTT 4 ^f & ^RT 3 TT ' 4 f TTFi fT, rrfR- 

jm %rfr ft i 

* h. 

fprr Tfsrr f^% tt tht ^ tt tft ttwi^ tt tht 

(7) (2) N _(fi_ 

j TRRfr TT^frTf 4 ttt tt^KTt 4fnr tT wt't Tff^wr 

if?ir Tftrrnc3t MJttt, ifo 1144 , 

1 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

2. TTT.fWT 


TETETo ioTdo fafE^, ETR^^fr 1 

3. Et31EE 

dfRTEE^ 

4 EE EpEEn: WT TE5TT, 1 


TTTI^fr 

EEE PTEET EE it? PttTT 1 

4 . PettEt 

TTTT^T 

4e4 e4t4, eto^i; 


3HTTE 

<7\ 

4e 4 TTT Tf E?E, EiTTTnTT 1 

s. 


4e 4 frPEifpRT EfEERE EIET3E 1 


S.O. 780. — Whereas the Government of Haryana has, 

in pursuance of clause (cl) of sub-section (1) of section 
10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (84 of 
1948), nominated Dr. Hakumat Roy, Assistant Director, 
Health Services (Social Insurance), Government of Har- 
yana to be a member of the Medical Benefit Council In 
place of Dr. P. N, Dugal; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of subjection (1) of 
section 10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following further amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India, In the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment), No. S.O. 3880, dated the 21st August, 1971, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading “(Nominat- 
ed by the State Governments concerned under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10)", for the entry 
against item (8), the following entry shall be substitut- 
ed, namely: — 

“Dr. Hakumat Roy, Assistant Director, Health 
Services (Social Insurance), Government of 
Haryana, Chandigarh,”. 

[No. F. U. 16012/8/71-HI.1 

JTTo 7 80 , — pTGTTUT ^ ^4^1 0 

ttet tIet qfsrfaEE, 1948 (1948 tt 34 ) vt snrr 

10 EpTWm(l) % STEELE ii ETo ITEEE 

Tfir E3TEE EETTT (EETpTE ePeT) 

Stetei eteit tto Tto eto % tete qr pEfVcEi 
srgfraT % eete % ee e etePePtce fwr | ; 

Wt: eeNttV 4YET stPtPtEE 1948 

( 1948 EE 34) Eft TTE 10 Eft 3WTI (l) % E^ETE 

if %rftE tteet TT^-gnrrr ettt eteet % ?te eTt <jeeTt 
e^the (“Tii tfk titer Ptepi) Eft ePe^eet eeei 

EEo uTo 3680 ElfftE 21 EETE, 1971 4 Eft EIE 
Pi 4 -i r,i f'4 E EETEE EI"EfT EE'RJ — 

TEE ePt^EEI jf (eiePee TR'+T<I im Tin 

1 0 Eft 7HJTT ( 1 ) (u) %■ E«ftE ETEfEfej) 

ijfftfar % ;frr te ( 8 ) % frnr% Eft srftrfe % tete tt farr- 

PtPee ePtPe Epp-Erfw Eft EEPft eete: — 

"«lo ^eett tie, 

e^ieet Pr^urff tett«t 4ettt (EErfEEi tIet), 

^nrmr tout, 

■roifiE? i ” 

[^fo 'Bio jj<> leoi 2 / 8 / 7 1 — Eif°] 


[To 'Bio 602(2S)/70 -itto STT^o] 

S.O. 781. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 87 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby exempts 
the Fertilizer Corporation of India Limited, Trombay 
Unit, Bombay-74 from all the provisions of the said 
Act for a period of one year with effect from the date 
of publication of the Notification in the official Gazette. 

[No, F. S-38014(19)/71-HL] 
vto wio 78i . tr sfHrr srfsrPm, 194 s 

( 194 8 *PT 34) Eft TITT 73E IR1 EftT IJTfERPff EE EE>T 
ERft fq; %^E ETEET TTTtfwr EPS 

ePt 3 wf 7 4 Eft Pti 4 Pte4 ~?et qfsjPm 

% WTE 4 eTt 5 % WW f, EEfrEPl Eft SEPT 

Jr nT je n eet'eie Eft tee ePePtee % wit s-e> 
% Etflr ttEfteie fnrr^rn % fwr ePette % t'sie % 

TtEpTT#' Efa^RT % EET5TE Eft TTft^T % IJE> EE Eft «TT fn 
% fTCt 33 | I 

[4o E>T° *^E~ 3 8 0 1 4 ( 1 9)/7 l-IfToTlf °] 

S.O. 7 82. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act. 1948 
(34 of 1948), the Central Government having regard to 
the location of the Government Vaccine Institute, Nam- 
kum, Ranchi in an area in which the provisions of 
Chapters IV and V of the said Act are in force, hereby 
exempts the said Institute from the payment of the 
employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter 
VA of the said Act for a period of one year with effect 
from the 29th October, 1071, upto and inclusive of 28th 
October, 1972, 

[No. F. S-38014(23)/7DHI.] 

fllo WTo 7 82. -irEEKf TfPJ ^qr ’rfTpTTE, 1948 
( 1 948 34) mrr 73 T £irr ST^tT WpTTTf SPT>r 

T7T |(T TTTR TWET TIE JT, 

Tpfl % $$ E fEE if T4E TfsipTEE % EtETT 4 eTt 
5 % wff sr^Ti ?TTf?«rPr ®ffr ette # wf ^ ett 
T fTT El E4 wftjftEE % WET 5 T % TSflT 
Ptttttt % faita tFettt % Etet e 29 1971 

^ 28 TT3TT, 1972 fTT ftTEif T? PlE ffffaT p TT 

^ TTfsr % Pet nd^srci m ^ i 

[To quo 38014 ( 2 3 ) / 7 1 <^o qtfo] 

S.O. 783. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that — 

(1) NeyyarapIUy Oil Mills. 

(2) St. Mary’s Oil Mills. 
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(3) St, Laurance Oil Mills. 

(4) Charangath Coir Manufacturing Company. 

(5) Devankal Match Factory* 

(6) Swamy Brothers Oil Mills, 

(7) Me. Dowell and Company Limited. 

were situated in Sherthalai area which was a sparse 
area (that is, an area whose insurable population was 
less than 500) in the district of Alleppey in the State 
of Kerala; 

And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area, the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer's special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees' State Insur- 
ance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. S.O. 670 dated the 27th February, 
1962; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Sherthalai area in 
the district of Alleppey in the State of Kerala has now 
exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely; — 

In the Schedule II to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 1, the entry “Sherthalai 1 ’ in column 3 and 
the corresponding entries in column 4 shall be omitted, 

[No. F. S-38018 (6 )/ 71-111.] 

VTo WJo 7 83. — ER: RRETT R? RRT- 

RTR REf ET fa : 

1. EEPfiFfT NTEH f*T?R 

2 . tiff UTTE^T fR?R 

3 . ire Hri>E nier 

4. RTREi? EPP R^RREfaE ERR«ft 

5. eerth re 

6. prnft etrr mm fReR 

7. r'rt SRR irrrs- spTRff fEfRRR I 

ttjt# wfV fafariffaRrft 
gf WTETEt renE (neT^rt ee fapnft sfmr e he NTEFfr 

500 if RPR «ft) ET ; 

tffa, nr:, re# Nraiff % efa Jr WEfaEfR 

% NTETT ET min RTRTT Jr EElfRE TP^TE RTf, RPR 
HTRRT % NR tfP tIeRTT RETEE # Nfa^EET RRET TT o 
WT° 670ET#g 27E!TETt, 1 962 3PT ETEET# TTRR sfrRT 
WfafEER, 1948 ( 1 9 4 8 RTT 34)# ErP 7 3E % N#E 
fHEtERT % fairfa NfRETE 4r rtte if re ret % fEE 0 s % 
ft # ee re far -r NfafRER T mwn 5 % tphe re 
ee Jr eeFer r# # etr ; 

nVt, ER. - , RT^fa RTRRT RR ES RETRTE ft RET % far 

mm ttte % NEfr fare Jr eteei$ star # ftor the 

NTETEf NR 5 0 0 E E? Ef NP Tf NR fV<sPT NrRr# 

r>t we R$f % ; 


ER:, NR ETERI# TPE #RT NfafHEE, 1948 (1948 
re 34 ) # npt 7 3-e am ere wfaanfr re eeht rpr 
gJr etrttt err NfETfERT if nYt nht 

fTCTfarfanT e#ne ett# It, wif ; — 

rjfcT Nfa^ERT # NR^# II Jr, ?RTR 3 it, RJR 
(iw i % rfer "eteei^” srfafe nVt tthr 4 Jr 
# theftt srfafaHff H l ar m fr orfatft i 

[rt° 3 8 018 (6 ) / 7 1— ^T<>?{rfo] 

S.O. 784. — Whereas the State Government of Andhra 
Pradesh hast, in pursuance of clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), nominated Dr. P, Seshagiri Rao, 
Deputy Director of Medical and Health Services (Em- 
ployees State Insurance), Government of Andlira Pra- 
desh to be a member of the Medical Benefit Council 
in place of Dr. K. Ramesh Pal; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment in the notification of 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) No. S.O. 3680, dated the 2 1 at August, 1971, name- 
ly:— 

In the said notification, under the heading “( Nominat- 
ed by the State Governments concerned under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10)”, for the entry 
against item (4), the following entry shall be substitut- 
ed, namely: — 

”Dr. P. Seshagiri Rao, Deputy Director of Medical 
and Health Services, (Employees State Insur- 
ance) t Government of Andhra Pradesh, Hydera- 
bad.”. 

[No. F, U-16012/8/71-HL] 
WTo wio 7 84. — TfT: STT-ST ST^T TTW T’TTT 
% T3T TfaT SrferfaTR, f948 (l 948 SFTT 34) 

ETDT 1 0 *ft ^TETTTT (l ) % («T ) % SFJT^T Jf 

Tfo efto ffflrfafT TIE, ^T-faifapT, f^fa^lfl’T cTTT 

JfTTT (T^Trfr TT^T 5ffar ) WTVT TTTTT Tt Tfo 
%o tJiot <f sp mn qr f%faj?Hr srqfa^r tUtt % 
mm % Jr TDrfafacT fam | ; 

vn\, ?R P qrHrO TEST wftrfaTR, 1948 (1948 

tt 34 ) uni i o qft rjTtrrrr (1 ) % Jf Sntffa 

TT'fTT nr^PT ^TPcT % TR RETTr RTTPfE 

(NR RP TfNRP faRTR) NfsHf ERT Ro TT o NT o 
3 8 8 0 arrfr'T 21 nrpt, 1972 if rP rtr farTfarPiT 
RjffETR NRfa : — 

TFT nFnJJ’RRT Jf " (RTtF'RR RPFTTt JTTT STT7T 
1 0 Eft TTRPT ( 1 ) % RfJ? (n ) T Niffa RTRfafasZ 

irffRT % rt ( 4 ) % rptr qff srffafe qp *tte rt 
fa^farfafR Rfafe RFRTTTfaR # RrRfft, NRTR : — 

“STo ffo RNTfarV TTT, 

RT-fafaWT, farfarfjffa RET fRIWR RRIE, 

(RTRRTff TPR ^IRT) , 

NfW 5T%RT RTRTTT , l” 

[R° RiTo R-16012/8/71-qRo NT^o] 
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S.O. 785. — Whereas the State Government of Mysore 
has, in pursuance of clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), nominated Dr. P. R, Desai, Director of 
Health and Medical Services (Employees’ State In- 
surance Scheme), Government of Mysore to be a mem- 
ber of the Medical Benefit Council in place of Dr. H. G, 
Sattur; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following lurther amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employi- 
ment). No. S.O. 3680, dated the 21st August, 1971, name- 
ly:— 

In the said notification, under the heading “[Nominat- 
ed by the State Governments concerned under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10]”, for che entry 
against item (13), the following entry shall be substitut- 
ed, namely: — 

“Dr. P. R. Desai, Director Health and Medical 
Services, (Employees’ State Insurance Scheme), 
Government of Mysore, Bangalore”. 

[No. F. U-10012/ 11/71 -HI.! 
VT° WT° 7 85,-.-^: 4^3! 3T?y *P7PTT 4 3l4- 
m# #m *rf4fayy, 1948 (i948 m 34 )# 
trm 1 0 3 ft ^'Typr ( 1 ) % sr<ry (y ) % mr?pny 4 
sro # m T ° ftmf, fyftiyy;, ?yT?m try farfayyr ftyry 
(mfm# 73^ #m ?yfty ) 4 ^t ht^tt # sr° iry° 4# 
TTPfjT % $my tt fyfarryT y^fayr yffay % Mfr «:y 
4 JTPTfafaW fw | ; 

mr:, mr, Tyyy #m <yfafyyy, 1948 

( 1948 3IT 34) # 4PT 10 3ft SySRT (l ) % 

4 yryfty yryiT crp^rri yrcy ttwr % «yy 4k <jyyfa 
4ypry ( *yy 4k TfamT fay nr ) 3 ft yfa^yyr 4° yrr<> 
mo 36 8oyT#y 2 imr?y, 1971 44k m4 farnfafay 
tfuffay 3 R# mrfa : — 

yyy «rfa*jyyr 4 “ (myffay gpyrkf jrt etrt 1 0 
3 ft sytrm ( 1 ) % wz (y ) % srafty ymfyfaR: )” 
#<T35%#4yr 1 3 % myy 3 ft yfafe % pyR-qr f#y- 
fyfary yfafk yfa?yrfyy 3 ft mi*4V, mrfa : — 
ito 4to mpo ?yi#, 
fy#pr, ?yr?m ym ffafaRT 4 my, 

(yyfm# ttr #yr *3fty), 

4$t httpit:, #fak 1 

[4° 951o y - 160 12 / 1 1 / 71 - ^0 m4°] 


CORRIGENDA 

New Delhi t the 3rd February 1972 

S,0. 786, — In tlje notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) No. S.O. 3607 dated the 23rd October, 1970, pub- 
lished at pages 5062-63 of the Gazette of India, Part II, 
section 3, sub-section (il) dated the 7th November, 
1970, at page 5062 in line 6 from the bottom, for “are 
in force” read "are not In force”. 

[No. F. 002/25/70-HI.] 


yf fa?#, 3 95^3#, 1972 

«F1° #[o 786. — yi7y H7yy7- % yyjy 

TfaryiT yyryy (yy 4k TimrR fayiy ) 

3 ft yfagyyi yo mo 3607 yr#y 23 my^sR, 

1970 4 , # yiTy % my 2, 3 (ii ) yfafar 

7 yiRyT, 1970 % ^ 4° 5062-63 Vi yynfay 
#, %yc5 5 0 62 y7;#%4^jftyf3y4"yy?T$" ^ wh 
37 ; "y^r y# qf 1 

[4° 351o 602 (25 )/70-lT^o SBTI^o] 

5.0, 787. — In the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) No. S.O, 649, dated the 29th January, 1971, pub- 
lished in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, sub- 
section (ii) dated the 6th February, 1971, at page 729, 
for "are in force” read "are not in force” 

[No, F, 602 (33 ) /70-HL] 
*To wTo 7 87, — vrTCT ^ «T*T, 

krnin; 4k -jyyiy yyryy (yy 4k TfairR fayry ) 3 ft 
yfa^yyi yym 3y° m«> 649 ykfar 29 yyyrft, 1971 4, 
4t yiyy % TRyy ynr 2 , mw 3 (ii) yr#y 6 yr?y# 

1971 % 3*5 729 TT SPPlfaiy #, "y^T 3 ; PTR 

yT “y^y y|f ft’’ y? 1 

[4o y;io 602(33)/70-yyo yrfo] 

New Delhi t the 4th February 1072 

5.0. 788. — In the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No, S O. 
5063, dated the 30th October, 1971, published in the 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3 (ii) dateji the 6th 
Nivember, 1971, on page 5971, in line 5 for "Yerra- 
bleam” read "Yerrabalaem”. 

[No. F. 13/10/69-HI.] 
yf fa?#, 4 3573#, 1972 

3iT° m® 7 88. — mm yryny % «ry 4k jyyfy 

yyiyy (<yy 4fa #yyR fyyjy) 3 ft yfy^yyi yeyi 
5063 yr#y 30 y3?|yT 1971 4 # wiry yy yy y % 
7:ryyy yiy 2 , 3 (ii) yr#i 6 yy?yr, 1971 4 

yyyftiy | ^ 5972 y yfm 4 "yTTi^nry” 

4 ?yiy yy “Ar^jy yf 1 

[yo yyo i3/i6/69-qyomfo] 

' y?r#y fas, %m yfay 1 

New Delhi , the 9th February 1972 

5.0. 789* — In the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation, 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No, S.O. 3680, 
dated the 21st August, 1971, published at pages 5227- 
5228 of Part I, section 3, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette 
of India, dated the 9th October, 1971, at page 5227 in 
line 25 from the bottom for "Dr. Ii. N. Pital” read "Dr. 
H. N. Patel”; 

[No. F, U-10012/8/71-H.I.] 
DAUTT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 31 st January 1972 

S,0. 790.— The following draft of a scheme further 
to amend the Cochin Dpck Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1959,. which the Central Gov- 
ernment proposes to make in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of flection 4 of the Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 
1948), is published as required by the said sub-section 
for the information of all persons likely to be affected 
thereby; and notice is hereby given that the said draft 
will be taken into consideration on or after the 21st 
March, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be receiv- 
ed from any person with respect to the said draft 
before the date so specified will be taken into consi- 
deration by the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1, This Scheme may be called the Cochin Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment 
Scheme, 1972. 

2. In clause 32 of the Cochin Dock Workers (Regu- 
lation of Employment) Scheme, 1959, in the first pro- 
viso, for the words “rupee one and fifty naye paise,” 
the words “rupees two” shall be substituted. 

[No. 54/1 1/70- P&D.] 

(«ro srk tflnnr fa*rnr) 

ftwt, 3 1 1972 

TT° WTO 7 90. — TIT WR (fawfrPF ^T 

fafawr) 1 95 9 Tflr wnr sinter % fro? 
ft 'ft faKrfsrfaT snw, tor tit 

TJ?TTT (farfaT TTfafH WT) WfufTTR, 1 948 ( 1 948 
TT 9) 'ft mrr 4 TTOTH ( l) SKI wfTORf TT 

HTlT jR ’HI'l RDTPT'T TTcft 3TO ^TOTTT 
qft s Rf ! Rnff STTlfiTO 

fTRT TOTT | f^RTT aKT TRTfar ^>1T RRTOT | ; 

zftx fr | fr rro rtot tt 2 1 rtt, 

1 972 Tt TT f^RTT fTTT 5TRETT I 

Tsfcr reft ^ rr* ?r farfr srfro *r, sr sprit 
R rfnir & sror ttt wrorf rt gwRf 
refit jttt faHTTfw totett 1 

1. RtflE tHTT SIT t 4+T< (fRRRT TT 
fafromr) RRftrr 1 9 70 to R%*ft i 

2. TF#T TOTTOT (faiflTOT TO fqffpTTO) 

RlflE, 1959 % ITT 32 ^f, TO TTTOT if, TOT " 1^7 

TOTET RE W % fair TOT “Tt T'Er” 

frojTOqii i 

[r° 54 / 1 1 / 70 — 'fto qjiT^to] 


ORDER 

New Delhi f the TJlst January 1972 

S.O, 791. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 


employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
Chowgule and Company, Private Limited, Mormugao 
Harbour and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal, Bombay, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

1, Whether the management of Messrs Chowgule 

and Company Private Limited, Mormugao Har- 
bour is justified In including the food subsidy 
for computation of total emoluments of their 
workmen employed In the Mechanical Ore 
Handling Plant, Mormugao Harbour for the 
purpose of fitment of their pay while imple- 
menting the final recommendation of the Cen- 
tral Wage Board for Port & Dock Workers at 
major ports with effect from the 1st January, 
1989? If not, to what relief are the workmen 
entitled? 

2. Whether Messrs Chowgule and Company Pri- 

vate Limited, Mormugao Harbour were justi- 
fied in withdrawing the MOHD allowance 
and food subsidy of their workmen employ- 
ed in the Mechanical Ore Handling Plant, 
Mormugap Harbour While implementing the 
recommendations of the Central Wage Board 
for Port and Dock Workers at Maipr Ports. 
If not, to what relief are the workmen entitl- 
ed? 

[No, L-30O11/8/71-P&D.] 
O. P. TALWAR, Dy. Secy. 

WTO 

3i 1972 

Wo WTO 791 . Td: TPT $ fa? 

t fdfdfd^ fSwff % 3Trt if 

^ writ, % 

fdTt’d'Tt ddT T f^7 

qVfTtfw fT^TRPT f ; 

% fVo TTdT ^Ti^fPr ^ ; 

^ WkfdTfT, 19 47 ( 1947 
TT 1 4 ) QTO 1 0 ^TOTTT ( 1 ) % (tf) Arm 
TTtT Wkl TT T 8"<TTT 

fTTR T*t ETTTT 7-T % WlUrf 

a fid RTdTT wfeftfrT^T 

% fwi fdrfftRr WV 1 1 

1 . wr : #t# tray srn^r ftTfeT, ^ttt- 

Tjrrd £ srsrapf^r ^ 

RTTTJdTT * fdmftRT WIT f ^ 

qfcprfsOTt ^ wtt ?r qr 

^>rff % ftrn qft vPdH fimP ( ?r «rt- 
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1 TOElft I960 % HPT TOH TOET, TJTO HT^TfaTO TO 
TTforfHH HTTHT TOETTfTOT % ? Ufa Hff «ft TOMTIT fTOT 
SEJTfar % ((WT | ? 

2- TOT 4TOT TER tray TOTOTt 31^2 fafTOT, 
HTTOjHWt TOTFTTTT fTFT HfETtEff TO TOFT sfk TOTO 
TOTTOHT % fHTT HT^ft Htt TO fHTOfTOfTT't HET 

TOT TOET 'M 4 4 H%f*T+H wk ^kfTOT TOF Hi TTJHWt 
«ESTOT£ Ji f-ETtfHT TOE+T-Of % T^o Tto TOo g\o 
HH 1 sfk Wff HT^rfWt TO REITfH TOHT TOETtfTT f ? 
nfc TOT at tottot faw to];TOt $ ?wr $ ? 

[H° ^0-36011/8/71-^0 TO°] 
STTo Tto WP, TT HfpTO I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

JVeu> Delhi, the 1st February 1972 

8.0, 792, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 83 of the Mines Act, 
1952 (35 of 1952), the Central Government hereby ex- 
empts all the mines working yellow clay from the pro- 
visions of the said Act except those contained in sec- 
tions 7, 8, 9, 44, 45 and 40 on the condition that the 
aforesaid mines shall fulfil the conditions specified in 
the proviso to clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3 
of the said Act. 

[[No, S. 29014/4/71 -M 

(«m TOr TOtott fro pi) 

TO PTOTO, 1 TOkTO, 1972 

TO° HT° 7g2. — TFT hPiPfeT, 1952 (l952 
TO 3 5 ) TO HFT 8 3 TO TTETRT ( 1 ) 5 FT TOTT TOtoTO TO 
TOHT TOT 51 T TO?HT ht^FF HTOJFT TOTO fqTOV TO TFT 
4F TOT RvfV <?rTO TO TOTOTOH % 3T«lTOf H pTETET 
HFT 7, 8 , 9, 44 , 45 sfk 4 6 E *eTOEF 4: FT ITT TOfaf 

tet ftp yrfsrfrRW Ft hft 3 % T^gqr Jr fafafTOj 
nTO TO gn TOTO wr Tfr £ 1 

[TO rr?r. 290l4(4)/71-TTHoW[to] 

New Delhi, the 9th February 1972 

5.0. 793. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 5 of the Mines Act, 1952 
(35 of 1952), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri B, M. Ghorai erg Inspector of Mines subordinate 
to the Chief Inspector of Mines. 

[No. 8/45/09-MI.] 
9 0 , 1972 

TO° WT° 793 . — ?5TPT TOTfTOPT, 1952 ( 1952 

TO 35) TO ETFT 5 TO HWFT ( l) ^TFT TOFT TOTO TO 
TO SETPr TOE 1 ^ TOfET TFTOT iMTSTF TO TO° rnro 

TO wr ttet fTOkEF % sTOet htet fTOkEE % tot Jr 
fTOj^ TOTft |) 

[tf3ZTT 8/45/69-^o OT$°] 


New Delhi , the 10th February 1972 

S.O. 794. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 5 of the Mines Act, 1952 
(35 of 1952), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment in the notitteation of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour & 
Employment No, S.O, 531, dated the 2nd March, 1961, 
namely:— 

In the said notification, the following entry shall 
be omitted, namely: — 

“(84) Shri B. N. Singh/’ 

[No. A. 35021 /2/72-M.L] 
J. D. TEWARI, Under Secy, 

TO fTOTO, 10 TOT O', 197 2 

TOo HTo 794. — TOT STfafasR, 1952 (l952 

TO 35) TO ETFT 5 TO TOTtrFT ( l) TOTO STTOT TOTOTO 
TO TOTO TOT TFTOT U'd^TM l HFTT TOTOT 

% th scfF Ttronr ttih-t ^T TOfergroror htot to° ?tto 531 
TlfET 2HT^, 1961 Jink 5TET PdTOfHfFd WETO TOTt 
TOTOT, 

HTO TftEJTOTT Jr fTTOfwf%T RpTfe TO Hk TO 
fTOTT TOTHTT, TOlfT : — 

“(84) «ft fto ITHo 

[htot tto 35021 / 2 / 72 -TOTf into] 
to Too frotFT, tto hPto 1 


(Department of Lalmur and Employment) 

Neta Delhi, the 9th February 1972 

S.O. 795.— In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the Coal Mines 
Labour Welfare Fund Act, 1947 (32 of 1947), the Central 
Government has appointed with effect from the 1st 
February, 1972 (forenoon), Shri R. P. Sinha as the 
Coal Mines Welfare Commissioner, vice Shri S. N. 
Pande. 

[No. A-19011/2/72-M-IL] 

(«m ?fF tttotf front) 

qf fert, 9 TOTtlj 1972 

TT^o sfTo 79 5. — TOETETT TET q^fFT flftr 

TfMfrro, 1947 ( 1947 TO 32) TOT TFT 9 TTOFT 

( 1 ) % tojhf; %t^Et totot ^ tt ?TFo <ft 0 
1 TOTfT 1972^^^ JtTtTTRo iTq-o qtt %E«TPT TO, 
TOTTOTT TOT TOTTFl TT^TO, Pi^Td fTOTT % I 

[Ho ito 1901 1/2/7 2— ro°- 2.] 


S.O. 790.' — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 5 of the Mica Mines Labour Welfare Fund 
Act, 1940 (22 of 1940), read with sub-clause (iA) of 
clause (a) of sub-rule (1) of rule 3 of the Mica Mines 
Labour Welfare Fund Rules, 1948, the Central Govern- 
ment has appointed with effect from the 1st February, 
1972 (forenoon), Shri R. P, Sinha, Coal Mines Welfare 
Commissioner, Dhanbad, as thp Weljar# Commissioner, 
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Mica Mines Labour Welfare Fund, Bihar vice Shri 
S. N. Pande. 

[No. A-19011/2/72.M-II.] 
C. K, NAIR, Under Secy. 

quo 796,-iHTT rstjt: Term fafsi *rfsr- 

ffRHT, 194 6 ( 1 946 W 2 2) RKT S *ftT WE 

194 8 ^foui 3% TTfTTR- (l) 
^ RRT (^) ^ OTTT (iA) % SEJRK 'flTTST R'UfiR % 
«fl 5iRo tf [ 0 TiTur grr '+imrw srmw ,spt^r, ^ 

i TRtfi, lgTZBprgTsri^c^Jsfttrfl-o t^o Tii Iwr tt. 
ToTET 31 FEW, WSEF URT R^TgT 4T5TPT, fafJTC, fd^AT 
fWI ^ I 

[4o rro 1901l/2/72-^o~2] 

tfto sffn> RETT, 3TTT I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

iVeu; Delhi , the 14 th February 1972 

S.O. 797. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Labour Court Calcutta, in the 
matter of applications under section 33 A of the said 
Act, from Shri Panchanan Banerjee and Baloharl 
Manji and 23 other workmen of Messrs ShankarlaU 
Deokinandan and Company, Poet Office Bhamuria, 
District Purulia, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 9th February, 1972. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT LABOUR COURT AT 
CALCUTTA 

Misc , Applications N o. LC 1 and LC 2 o f 1971 
(Under Section 3 3 A of I,D . Act). 

Parties : 

In Application No. LC 1 of 1971 

Workmen of Hirakhun Colliery of Messrs Shankar- 
1 all Deokinandan & Co., P, O. Bhamuria, Dt, 
Purulia — Applicants. 

Vs. 

1. Manager, Hirakhun Colliery, P.O. Bhamuria, 

Dist, Purulia. 

2. M/s. Shankarlall Deokinandan & Co., P.O. 

Bhamuria, Dt. Purulia, — Opp, Parties. 

In Application No. LC 2 of 1971 

Workmen of Hirakhun Colliery of Messrs Shankar- 
lall Deokinandan & Co., P.O, Bhamuria, Dt. 
Purulia.— Applicants, 

Vs. 

1. M/s. Shankar Lall Deokinandan & Co., P.O. 

Bhamuria, Dt, Purulia. 

2. Manager. Hirakhun Colliery, P.O. Neturia, Dist* 

Purulia.— Opp. Parties . 

Present ; 

Shri S. N. Bagchi— Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Applicants .■ — Shri S. K. Gupta, Presi- 
dent, Hirakhun Colliery Mazdoor Sabha- 

On behalf of Op p. Parties . — Shri Sbyam Sundar 
Kejriwal, Personnel Officer. 


State: West Bengal. Industry: Coal Mines- 

AWARD 

These are two applications No. LC 1 of 1971 and LC 
2 of 1971 under Section 33 A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, presented by the applicant Sri Panchanan 
Banerjee and Balohari Manji and 23 others respec- 
tively, and are to be decided as agreed upon by the 
parties by this one and the same award. 

2. The allegations of Panchanan Banerjee, Lamp 
chargeman against the Opposite party colliery con- 
cerned, are that he is a lamp chargeman of Hirakhun 
colliery and his services had been illegally terminated 
by an order of dismissal by the Manager, Hirakhun 
Colliery under letter No. Nil dated 5th February, 1971, 
while a dispute had been pending before this Court 
for nonpayment cf Panchanan Banerjee’s dearness 
alowance. Panchanan made an application under Sec- 
33C(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act before this Court 
along with some other applicant workmen of the col- 
liery concerned. He is in that application petitioner 
No. 33- The application of Panchanan and his co- 
workmen, according to Panchanan, has been registered 
as LC 3 under Section 33C(2) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. Panchanan complains that the colliery Opposite 
party intentionally violated the provisions of Section 
33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 by terminating 
his services by an order of dismissal as mentioned 
above. So, he prays that his complaint should be 
decided and suitable orders accordingly should be 
passed. He has authorised Sri Jamini Kanta Gupta, 
President of Hirakhun Colliery Mazdoor Sabha to re- 
present him and to conduct and plead for him in the 
case before this Court, if and when necessary. 

3. In the other case being Misc, Application No. LC 2 
of 1971, filed by Balohari Manji and 23 others work- 
men represented by Sri Jamini Kanta Gupta, President 
of Hirakhun Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, the allegations 
are that on 18th May, 1971 the Manager of Hirakhun 
colliery served notice on 25 workmen of the colliery 
for retrenchment with effect from 19th June, 1971 while 
disputes being LC a of 1971, LC 4 of 1971, LC 5 of 
1971. LC 6 of 1971 and LC 7 of 1971 and Misc. Appli- 
No, LC 1 of 1971 have been pending before this Court 
So the applicants prayed for an order of stay of opera- 
tion of the retrenchment notice by the Manager of 
Hirakhun colliery or else the poor workmen are to 
suffer irrepairable loss and damage. These two appli- 
cations Misc. Appl. LC 1 & 2 purport to be one under 
Sec, 33A, 

4. In both the cases the management of the colliery 
appeared through its Personnel Officer. Mr. Kejriwal. 

5- There is no dispute that the LC cases Under 
Sec. 33 of the Act referred to in the two applications 
are pending before this Court or at least some of them 
were pending when these Misc. Applications under 
Sec. 33 A of the Industrial Disputes Act had been pre- 
sented, registered and brought to docket of this Court 
complaining the alleged violation of Section 33 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, maintainable under Sec. 33A 
of the Act for adjudication as it were under Sec. 33A 
of the Act, Mr. Kejriwal pointed out and that very cor- 
rectly that the applications under Sec. 33C(2) being 
the applications of the LC cases mentioned above in 
both the Misc. LC cases did not come within the defi- 
nition of “Industrial dispute” and that the applicants 
In the Misc. applications concerned have no right to 
come with the complaints under Sec. 33A cf the Act 
before this Court. 

8. Mr. Gupta for the applicants submitted that be- 
cause the applications under Sec. 33C(2) are pending 
before this Court being an Industrial Court, he thought 
that Sec. 33 or as a matter of that Sec. 33A of the Act 
are both attracted when Panchanan was dismissed and 
the notices of retrenchment were served on Balohari 
and 23 other applicants in the Misc. Application No. 
LC 2 of 1971. I am sorry, Mr, Gupta’s contention can- 
not be legally accepted. Section 33 sub-section (1) 
reads as follows: 
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(1) During the pendency of any conciliation pro- 
ceeding before a conciliation officer or a Board 
or of any proceeding before a Labour Court 
or Tribunal or National Tribunal in respect 
of an industrial dispute, n 0 employer shall — 

x x X X X X 

(2) During the pendency of any such proceedings 
in respect of an industrial dispute, the em- 
ployer may, in accordance with the standing 
orders applicable to a workman concerned in 
such dispute (or, where there are no such 
standing orders, in accordance with the terms 
of the contract, whether express or implied, 
between him and the workman),— 

(a) alter, In regard to any matter not connected 
with the dispute, the conditions of service 
applicable to that workman immediately 
before the commencement of such proceed- 
ing; or 

(b) for any misconduct not connected with the 
dispute, discharge or punish, whether by 
dismissal or otherwise, that workman: 

“Provided that no such workman shall be dis- 
charged or dismissed, unless he has been 
paid wages for one month and an applica- 
tion has been made by the employer to the 
authority before which the proceeding is 
pending for approval of the action taken by 
the employer.” 

The most important expression upon which the entire 
Section 33 of the Act is pivoted is "in respect of an 
industrial dispute”, “Industrial dispute” has been 
defined in Sec. 2(k) of the Act. The claim of an indi- 
vidual workman under Sec. 33C of the Industrial 
Disputes Act relates to monetory and or non-monetory 
benefits firstly whore the money is due to a workman 
concerned from an employer under a settlement or an 
award or under the provisions of Chapter VA, and 
secondly, when any workman is entitled to receive 
from the employer any money or any benefit which 
is capable of being computed in terms of money; and 
if any Question arises as to the amount of money due 
or as to the amount at which such benefit should be 
computed, the question niav subject to any rule that 
may be made under the Act, be decided by the Labour 
Court as may be specified in this behalf by the appro- 
priate Government. Even In a case where any money 
is claimed due to a workman from an employer under 
a settlement or an award or under the provisions of 
Chanter VA and he claims an amount on the right 
created by either of those provisions, he can make an 
application to the appropriate Government for a certi- 
ficate in regard to the money he claims, But, if the 
Government is such a case cannot ascertain correctly, 
the money due. such claim may be referred to a Labour 
Court computation of mcnetory or non-monetory bene- 
fits claimable and due for computation and determina- 
tion bv a Labour Court under Section 33C(2). There- 
fore. the scope of Sec. 33C has no link for being 
tagged with the scope of an industrial dispute as 
defined by Sec, 2(k) of the Act. The principle behind 
Sec. 33C is that there must be a right existing to a 
workman, either under an award or a settlement or 
under Chapter VA of the Industrial Disputes Act or 
even under a scheme made under an Act or recommen- 
dations of any Wage Board accepted by the employer 
and the employees, a decree of a Court or some such 
document which in between the employer and the em- 
ployee or rathpr employer and the workmen creates 
an existing right to claim a benefit which is either 
computable to money which computation may be of 
money claimable, and due but not easily computable 
or any benefit claimable and convertible into money 
and computable as money due. Tn either of such cases, 
the existing right to claim the benefit is thus created 
under a variety of creative documents as mentioned 
above which make out a right to the claim in favour 
of the workman, being cither money certain and due, 
money uncertain but computable and ascertainable ns 
due, or benefits convertible to money ascertainable 
and determinable as such on proper computation- But 


“industrial dispute” pre-supposeg an existing dispute on 
a difference between the opposing groups as mentioned 
under Section 2(k) of the Act and such dispute does 
not by itself create any right. The award adjudging 
such an industrial dispute may create a right to claim 
benefits as that which comes within the scope of 
Sec, 33C(1) & (2) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
Therefore, the sine qua non for an application under 
Sec. 33A is the pendency of a proceeding in regard to 
an industrial dispute before the Conciliation Officer or 
Board or a Tribunal or a Court or a National Tribunal. 
An, application under Section 33C(1) and 33C(2) of 
the Act, cannot, by any stretch of imagination be ren- 
table to an “industrial, dispute”. Now, when the 
applications either under Section 33C(1) or 33C(2), are 
pending before this Court, there is no industrial dis- 
pute pending either referred to it by the appropriate 
Government or entertained deeming] y as a dispute by 
this Court as an industrial dispute within the scope 
of Sec. 33A of the Act. Therefore, the applications 
under Sec. 33C(2) as mentioned in both the Mi sc. 
applications do not come within the expression ”In 
respect of anv industrial dispute” as oc curing in Sub- 
section (l) of Sec. 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
Sec. 33 A of the Act reads as follows: 

“Where an employer contravenes the provisions 
of section 33 during the pendency of proceed- 
ing before a Labour Court, Tribunal or 
National Tribunal, any omploya* aggrieved by 
such contravention, may make a complaint in 
writing, in the prescribed manner to euch 
Labour Court, Tribunal or National Tribunal 
and cn receipt of auch complaint that Labour 
Court, Tribunal or National Tribunal shall 
adjudicate upon the complaint as If it were a 
dispute referred to or pending before it, in 
accordance with the provisions of this Act and 
shall submit its award to the appropriate 
Government and the provisions of this Act 
shall apply accordingly.” 

I have observed that 33 A contemplates a deeming 
industrial disputo upon, the complaint made by a 
workman for an alleged contravention by the employer 
of Sec. 3. So, Sec. 33 and 33A must be read together 
to find out whether complaint in these two cases can 
be entertained within the scope of Sec. 33 A reed with 
Sec. 31 of the Act, I have observed that Sec. *3 1# 
pivoted on the expression “in respect of any industrial 
dispute”. Having regard to the context of the struc- 
ture of Sec, 33 and 33A of the Act, the complaint by 
a workman for alleged violation of $eo 33 of the Act 
by the employer Js untenable since any application 
under Sec. 33C(t) and 33C(2) of the Act does not give 
rise to an “industrial dispute” and as such the pro- 
ceedings on such applications before this Court cannot 
come within the expression “in respect of any indus- 
trial dispute” as occurlng in Sub-section (1) of Section 
33 of the Act Therefore, these two Misc. applications 
cannot be entertained before and by this Court since 
proceedings in the LC cases referred to in the Misc. 
applications are not “in respoct of an industrial dis- 
pute” pending before this Court within the scope of 
Section 33 of the Afct 


7. Accordingly, T accept the contention of Sri Kejri- 
wal and cannot persuade myself to accept the 
contention of Sri Gupta. For the reasons recorded 
above these two applications being not cntertainable 
T v this Court, are rejected. There will be no order as 
to costs. 


This is my award on both the applications. 

S- N. Bagchi, 
Presiding Officer, 

New Delhi, the Slat Janaury , 1972. 

ING. 1929 78/7 2-LRIL1 
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New Delhi > the 16th Febrvary 1972 

S.O. 798. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1047), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the managements of (1) New Chirimiri 
Ponri Hill Colliery, Post Office Chirimiri and (2) 
West Chirimiri Colliery* Post Office Chirimiri and 
their workmen, which was received bv the Central 
Government on the 11th February, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL- CUM-LAB OUR. COURT, JABALPUR. 

Datedi December 4, 1971- 

Peesent : 

Shrl M. Chandra — Presiding Officer 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC(R)(1O)/JP60. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the managements of (1) 
New Chirimiri Ponri Hill Colliery Post Office Chiri- 
miri and (2) West Chirimiri Colliery, Post Office, 
Chirimiri and their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For employers — 1 Sri P, S. Nalr Advocate for West 
Chirimiri Colliery B O. Chirimiri. 

2, Sri G. Srinivasan for New Chirimiri Ponri Hill 
Colliery, P, O. Chirimiri. 

For workmen — Sr! Gulnb Guntn A orate, General 
Secretary, Madhya Pradesh Colliery Workers’ Federa- 
tion. 

Industry: Coal Mine. District: Surguja (M.P.) 

AWARD 
Part I 

This is an application by the management of West 
Chirimiri Colliery and their workmen roprofjenlod by 
M. P. Colliery Workers* Federation GNTTJC) lor an 
award in terms of the compromise arrived at between 
them. 

The Central Government, bv an nrrV-r No. 1/2/G9- 
LRII dated 12th March, referred to this Tribunal 
for adjudication under Section 10 r>f the Industrial 
Disputes Act, the fallowing indus f rJM dispute as riven 
in the schedule attached t" ffip order of reference: — 

"Whether the managements of (D New Chiri- 
miri Porri TTill Colliery, Post Office Chiri- 
miri and (21 West Chirimiri Colliery, Post 
Office Chirimiri, havintr regard to their finan- 
cial capacity nre -justified in not paying vari- 
able dearness allowance ns per the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board for the Coal 
Industry with effect from the 1st April, 
1968? If so, what should be the quantum of 
variable dearness allowance ln 4 the above 
mentioned collieries?” 

Tho M, P. Colliery Workers Federation filed Iheir 
written statement on 21st MaPcb, 1969, Thereafter 
the two employers be, Oi New Chirimiri Ponri TTfil 
Colliery, and (2) West Chirim ii ’i Colliery requested on 
16th April, 1969 for lime to file their written state- 
ments. A writ notltkm hud bcmi meanwhile filed 
in the Hon Tie High Court a t Delhi and stay had 
been requested Tw the New CblrJmiri Ponri Hill 
Colliery. The VVd Chmimiri Collierv filed a writ 
petition in the M F. High Court. Bolh the manage- 
ments obtained slav rfdorR. Th.^ proceedings were 
consequently stayed Sri G. Br'nhvasan, rv hehnlf of 
the New Chirimiri Ponri Hill Codicry, informs this 


Tribunal that their petition in the Hon’ble High 
Court at Delhi has now been withdrawn. The order 
of the M. P. High Court dated 24th September, 1071 
shows that the stay order dated 25th April, 1909 h aa 
been vacated and the petition has also been dismissed 
The case can therefore now proceed. But instead of 
filing any written statement the management of West 
Chirimiri Colliery have entered into a settlement with 
the workmen and have filed this joint application as 
already mentioned by the management of West Chiri- 
miri Colliery and the workers. 

The case for the workmen was that the Central 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry submitted its 
recommendations to the Government which adopted 
them tv Resolution dated 21st July, 1967 and recom- 
mended that the same should come in force with 
effect from 15th August, 1937. The managements who 
are parlies to this reference refused to Implement 
these recommendations of the Wage Board. A strike 
notice was then served on the employers Including 
tho two employers under reference by the Unions of 
the Coal Mining Industry including the M. P. Colliery 
Workers Federation. The intention was to call a 
token strike on 3rd October, 1967, At a meeting at 
Nagmir on 30th September, 1967 between the repres- 
entatives of Ihc Union including the M.P, Colliery 
Worker’s Federation rind the Coal Committee of 
Med hv a Pradesh and Vldharbha Mining Association, 
of which the two managements who are parties to 
this are members, it was decided that the 

Wage Board recommend a linns, ns accepted by the 
Government of India, would be implemented by the 
employers and the payment of wages at new rates 
wouM be made with effect from 15th October, 1067. 
Tt was further agreed that if any employer was In 
financial difficulty he would discuss the date of pay- 
ment with its Tlnmn a I local Hvol. AH the employers 
of Korea* Coalfield including the two employers, 
who p'v^ parties to this reference, implemented the 
Coal Wage Board recommendations under the afore- 
said agreement. On 30th September, 1067 when the 
agreement ypas signed at Nagpur the Variable Dear- 
ness Allowance was to h^ nnid at. (1,72 P. per day. The 
employers started paving (a) Re. LI 1 P. ner day with effect 
from Ht October, 1967 This indicated that the scheme 
of Variable Dearness Allowances of the Coal Wage 
Board recommendations was accepted by the employers 
without p.tiv reservation and that increased rato was 
mad o applicable without any demand bv the Unions. 
The sBfim notice was consequently withdrawn by, the 
TTrdons Because of the rise in Index Number the 
Vrmiabl^ Drvrn'WS Allowance navablo from 1st April, 
1069 beoa?n n payable at Re, L47 P. per day. The emp- 
Irv'vrn in private sector collieries including the two 
empowers who are parties to the dispute refused to 
eivc Variable Doarneg.s Allowance and continued to pay 
the V mi "bin Dearness Allowance at the old rate he. 
Re. 1.11 P. per day. This resulted in great discontent- 
ment and unresk Another strike notice wa* served on 
the employers demanding full implementation of the 
W'-cfn- Board recommendations in inspect of Variable 
Allowance. The conciliation proceed in rrs fail- 
ed and the failure report was sent to the Government 
op 4! h Dc'ccmbor, 100R Thn strike notice also wajn 
not ebmn effect to No further talks took place and 
Itm c ’f;der r .^t continued, Ann+he^ notirp v TQ s th^n 
sowed on tTm employers on 73th De^mbor 1068 de- 
mardtnc the imHrnpnhit^ n of th° Wace Board re- 
eomm r ndadons in full The conciliation proceeding** 
again f?iVd but instead of the failure report rnutnal 
discussion* between the parties continued When the 
Parties foiled to reoch a settlement the strike com- 
r^ncori ju 'Iv two collier ie^ under ref^T’^nc^ from 
0th F brnorv and 7lh February i960. The strike 

was c^Red r ff by an ayre-ro^nt on 27th February 1909 
at Nmv Delhi the left the matW of Varia- 

ble Dearness AHn^nos te 1m r^rred to this Tribunal 
bv th r - Government, 'Dd*; reference has accordingly 
been mad^ in of fip t agreement Th^ work- 

man maintnined that th e scheme of Variable Dearness 
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Allowance as contained m iho Coal Wage recommenda- 
tions should be given legal sanction by placing an 
award in terms of the agreement and ti,ai they were 
entitled to Variable Dearness Allowance Re. 1.47 P. 
per day with effect from 1st April, io63 to 31st March, 
19119 and thereafter at the rate in accordance with the 
scheme of Variable Dearness Allov/ancc as recommen- 
ded by the Coal Wage Board. Tnis was the claim in 
the written statement, which hod been filed on 21st 
March, 1969. 

The proceedings were stayed thereafter and since 
then cost ot living index has fluctuated anu now tne 
M. P. Colliery Workers Federation on Lekml of the 
workmen and the West Chirimiri Colliery have entered, 
into u settlement and jointly grayed lor an award in 
terms thereof. 

By this settlement, it is agieod that the management 
Would pay Van able Dcu.^uj Allowance at the rate or 
Rs 1-6U P- per day wim i uu, 

that for the period 1st August, L 08 lo olhii oepternuer, 
1969 an additional Variable LVacncsa Allowance of (J.ld 
aisa per day per worker fp.c. m addition to what 
as already been paid for that period) would be pain 
to the workers who are on the lolls ui too Company 
on the date of the award and had boon in continuous 
service. Tins increased rate of Variable Dearness 
Allowance as contemplated uy the agieom_i.i£ cicurly 
beneficial to the workmen and is not beyond cne finan- 
cial capacity or the West Chnimiri (jolji _»ry. it is in 
the interest of both the workmen and the murage- 
ment that industrial peace in that colliery is Stcuicci 
by reason of this increase in the Variable Dearness 
Allowance agree to by the WuM Chirimiri Colliery and 
the workmen. 

It has been further agreed in this agreement that 
the arrears of Variable Domness Aliuv. nhix iium 
1st August, 1968 to 30th September, 1969 would be paid 
in one instalment within three months from the date 
of the award and that the quantum oi V. D. A. Ox Rs. 
1,60 P. would coni m uc io he paid iiiespoctiVO oi tiie 
Cost of Living index up to 31st Mai eh, 1973 and also 
thereafter till a lresh sctCemu.it on l^o issue is arri- 
ved at between the parties by negotiations or other- 
wise for the period after 1st April, 1973. These provi- 
sions are also in the interest of both the parties and 
are just and fair. The parties to the settlement have 
also agreed to bear them own expenses oi tne lefcrcnce 
and application pending before the Hon’bie High 
Court. A sum of Rs. 10 per cent oi tne aciAors pay- 
able under this award would, however, be realised by 
the Union as their expenses in this dispute. The settle- 
ment has been filed and verified by Sri F.S. Hair 
Advocate for the management of West Cn.runiii Colliery 
and Sri Gulab Gupta Advocate ror to.' vvurkmen. 
The New Chirimiri Ponri Hill Colliejy filed objections 
to this settlement. After the statement of Sri Gulab 
Gupta today that this agreement should noc be taken 
into consideration in adjud±caiing upon the dispute 
between the workmen and tne management oil New 
Chirimiri Ponri Hill CollAjy mci on of 

Sri P. S. Nair to this statement Sri G. Sriinwasan, on 
behalf of the New Chirimiri Ponri Hill Colliery, with- 
drew his objections. 


On a consideration of the entire settlement, I find that 
It is just and fair and beneficial to both the parties of 
the compromise. An award, Part 1, is accordingly 
made in terms of the settlement which shall form Part 
of the award. This settlement as agreed to bet- 
ween the parties would not be taken into consideration 
In the adjudication of the dispute between the workmen 
and the management of New Chirimiri Ponri Hill 
Colliery. Let the award Fart I be sent to the Central 
Government. 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 

Dated 14-12-1971. Presiding Officer. 


Memorandum o{ Settlement 

Place: Jabalpur, M. P. 

Date: lGth September, 1971 

Parties ; 

Representing Management — Gurmukh Singh, 
Agent, West Chirimiri Colliery* 

Representing Workmen , — L, Shri Gulab Gupta, 
General Secretary, Madhya Pradesh Colliery 
v/orners Federation. 

2. Sii Raj Bali Singh, President, West Chirimiri 
Colliery Branch of M. P. Colliery Workers 
Fe delation. 

SJiort Rceital cf the Case 

By an order dated the 12th March, 1969 the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour and Employ- 
ment had roHried the dispute between the parties re- 
garding non-pay meat of V. D. A. as per recommenda- 
tions of the wage Bo«jd for Coal Mining Industry 
w.e.f. 1st April, 1968 to tne Hon’bie Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, The management 
made an application before the Hon'ble High Court of 
Madhya Pradesh at Jabalpur, challenging the reference 
on certain grounds which L still pending before the 
Hon'ble High Court. 

In the meantime the parties discussed this matter 
mutually and arrived at the following settlement on 
tne subject mutter of the reference and have decided 
to request the IXoiTble Tribunal for a compromise 
Award In terms of the settlement herein below; — 

Terms of settlement 

1. It is agreed thtd the management would pay V.D.A, 
at the rate of Rs. 1.69 w.e.f. 1st April, 1971. 

2. Further agreed that for the period from 1st August 
1968 to 8 Uth September, 1969 addition V.D.A, of 18 
n use per day per worker (i,t\ in additional to what has 
already been paid for that period) would be paid to 
the workers who arc on the rolls of the Company on 
the dale of the Award and have been in continuous 
service. 

3. Agreed that the arrears of V.D.A. under item 2 
above would be paid in one instalment within 3 months 
from the date of the Award. 

4. Agreed that the quantum of V.D.A, of Rs* 1.60 
would continue to ice paid irrespective of the cost 
living index up to Jlst March, 1973 and also thereafter 
till fiesii settlement on the issue which may be arrived 
at between the parties by negotiations or otherwise for 
the period after lsl April, 1073. 

5. Further agreed that the parties would joint] y re- 
quest the Hon’ble Tribunal for passing compromise 
Award in teims of cnis settlement. 

6. Agreed that parties would bear their own 

expenses of the reference and application pending 
beiorc the Ilon’bJe High Court However, a sum of 
10 per cent of the arreor payments under this Award 
would be realised by the Union as their expenses for 
this dispute. 

7. Further agreed that this is in full and final settle- 
ment as regards the dispute matter covered by the 
reference. 

Representing Management . 

(Sd.) Gurmukh Singh, ... 

16th September, 1971, 

Representing Workmen ; 

(Sd-) Gulah Gupta, 

(Sd.) Raj Bali Singh. 

Witnesses 

1. (Sd.) Illegible. 

2. (Sd.) G. C. Jain. 
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Filed and verified by Shri P. S. Nair Advocate for the 
management of West, Chirimiri Colliery and Sri Gulab 
Gupta Advocate for the workmen, 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 
Presiding Officer. 

16-9-71. 

Part of the Award 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 
Presiding Officer, 

[No. 1/2/69-LRIL] 

New Delhi, the 19 th February 1972 

S.O. 799. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhan- 
bad, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Bhowra Colliery of 
Messrs Bhowra Kankanee Collieries Limited, Post Office 
Bhowra, District Dhanbad, and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 16th 
February, 1972. 

CENTRAL, GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
/NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 25 of 1970 

Present : 

B. S. Tripatbi, Presiding Officer, 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to Bhowra Colliery, Post 
Office^Bhowra, District— Dhanbad. 

And 

Their workmen, represented by the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh, Bhowra Colliery Branch, Post Office 
Bhowra, District— Dhanbad. 

Appearances : 

For Employers— Sri B. M. Lall- 

For Workmen — -Sri Md. Hafiz Ansari, Asstt. Secre- 
tary of the Union.. 

Industry: Coal State: Bihar. 

Dhanbad, dated the 11 th February 1972 
AWARD 

1. This is a reference under Section 10(2) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Act XIV of 1947) made by 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by their Order No. 8/61/69-LRII, 
dated the 29th April, 1970 to this Tribunal on the joint 
application of the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Bhowra Colliery of Messrs Bhowra Kankanee 
Collieries Limited, Post Office Bhowra, District Dhanbad 
Rnd their workmen, represented by the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh, Bhowra Colliery Branch, Post Office Bhowra, 
District Dhanbad and after being satisfied that the 
persons applying represent the majority of each party, 
for adjudication of the matters set forth in the applica- 
tion of the parties and reproduced in the Schedule of 
reference. The Schedule is extracted below: — 

Schedule 

“Whether the claim of the Trammers of Bhowra 
Colliery to enhance the rate of Tramming con' 
sequent upon the increase in the size of Tubs 
from 36 C.Ft. to 40J C.Ft, are justified? If so, 
what should be quantum of enhanced rate?” 

2. Neither party has filed written statement in the 
present case. 


3. On 25th January, 1972 a joint petition of compro- 
mise was filed alleging that settlement had been arrived 
at between the parties and praying to pass an award 
in the terms embodied in the compromise. Certain 
defects were noticed by the Tribunal in the compromise 
petition and parties were directed to remove the same 
or to explain on 9th February, 1972. It was noticed 
that the Oriental Coal Company limited, though not a 
party in the proceeding, was a party to the compromise. 
On the petition of the parties filed on 9th February, 
1972 the Oriental Coal Company Limited was impleaded 
in the reference in the category of employers a3 per 
orde? passed on that date (vide Order No. 14 dated 9th 
February, 1972), It appears that under the orders of the 
Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Calcutta dated 23rd 
June, 1970 in Company Petition No. 123 of 1970 con- 
nected with Company Application No. 412 of 1969 M/s, 
Bhowra Kankanee Collieries Ltd., to whom the Bhowra 
Colliery in question originally belonged, merged in 
M/s. Oriental Coal Company Ltd., with effect from 1st 
June, 1970. As per the said order all the liabilities and 
duties of M/s. Bhowra Kankanee Collieries Ltd. become 
the liabilities and duties of M/s. Oriental Coal Co. Ltd. 
and all the proceedings pending by or against M/s. 
Bhowra Kankanee Collieries Ltd. will be continued by 
or against M/s. Oriental Coal Co. Ltd. Thus M/s. 
Oriental Coal Co. Ltd, are necessary parties in the 
present proceeding and are competent to enter into the 
compromise in question. 

4. After hearing the representatives of the parties and 
after giving due consideration to the terms of reference 
for adjudication and the terms of settlement embodied 
in the compromise petition, I find that the terms of 
compromise are reasonable and fair to all the parties. 
Accordingly, I accept the compromise and pass an 
award in terms thereof. The compromise petition con- 
taining the terms of settlement will form part of the 
award and is attached herewith as Annexure 

5. Let the Award be submitted to the Central Gov- 
ernment under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) B. S. Tripathi, 
Presiding Officer, 

12 - 2 - 72 , 

Annexure *A' 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO. 3 AT DHANBAD 
Reference No. 25 of 1970 

Parties:’ 

Employers in relation to Bhawra Colliery 
And 

Their workmen. 

Joint petition of compromise 

The parties abovenamed most respectfully beg to 
submit as undefi: — 

1. That, the aforesaid matter is pending before the 
Hon'ble Tribunal for adjudication, 

2. That, the parties in the meantime have mutually 
negotiated the matter and have arrived at a settlement 
in terms hereunder: — 

(a) that of the total 114 workmen involved in the 
case, the breakup figures on the basis of place 
of work are as follows : — 

(i) No, 4 Pit and No. 5 Pit — Surface 45 worlqnen, 

(ii) No. 4 Pit — Underground — '2 1 workmen. 

(ill) 5 Pit Underground — 2i workmen. 

(iv) 4 Incline — Surface — 15 workmen. 

(v) No. 4 Incline — underground — 12 workmen. 

Total 114 workmen. 
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(b) It is agreed that the workmen of the different 
place of work as described in (a) above the 
rate of the tramming per tub hoad are enhanc- 
ed as per Table below: — 

(i) No* 4 Pit and No. 5 Pit Surface; — the rate is 

increased to Rs. 1.09 from 0.96 P. 

(ii) No. 4 Pit underground rate is increased from 

0.81 P. to Rs. 1.11 P. 

(iii) No* 6 Pit underground the rate is increased 

from 0.94 4 paise to Es. 1,01 F, 

(iv) No. 4 Incline Surface the rate is increased 

from 0*69 paise to 1.00* 

(v) No. 4 Incline Underground from 0.61 to 0.90 P* 

3. That aforesaid enhanced rate will be applicable 
with effect from the 30th August, 1971. 

4. That, the arrears of the difference in the rarte from 
30th August, 1971 till 8th January, 1972 will be paid to 
the concerned 114 workmen within one month from the 
date of this settlement* 

5. That the parties will bear their respective cost of 
this proceedings. 

6. That, in the circumstances the parties herein con- 
cerned beg to pray that this Hon’ble Tribunal may 
graciously be pleased to accept this settlement and pass 
an Award in terms hereof. 

And for this act of kindness the parties as in duty 
boupd shall ever pray. 


Dated Bhowra, the 14th Jarman;, 1972. 


For the Workmen 
1. (Sd,) NAvAn Kxsuore Lall, 
Secretary, 
C.M.S, Branch. 

2. (Sd.) Md, Hafiz Ansari, 
Asstt. Secy, Bhawra (Branch) 

3. (Sd,) K. N- Singh. 
Member C. M, S. Dhanbad- 

3. (Sd.) Brijmohan Lall, 15-1-72. 4. (Sd.) Illegible, 

Personal Officer and for the Adviser. 25-1-72. 

Custodian of Bhawra Group. 

2. Md. Hafiz Husain, 
for Oriental Coal Co. Ltd., 

4. (Sd.) Illegible, 

Constituted Attorney. 

[No. 8/61/69-LRILJ 


For the Erhployers 

1. (Sd.) R. P- Mehra, 

Manager (N). 

2. (Sd.) N- K. Sharma, 

Manager (S) 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 11th November 1971 

S.O* 800. — Whereas the central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists bet\veen the 
employers in relation to the management of Junkundar 
Colliery of Messrs D, Mondal and Company, Post Office 
Chirkunda^ District Dhanbad, and their workmen in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exerche of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-scction (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7 A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 


from Aprii/June, 1970, was justified? If not, 
1 q what relief these workmen are entitled? 

1. Shri Badal Maffick, 

2. Shri Charu Maffick, 

3. Shri Dhuja Maffick, 

4. Shri Kampado Maffick, 

5. Shri Dasrath Maffick, 

6. Shri Binod Maffick, 

7. Shri Panu Maffick, 

8. Shrimati Basni Majhian, 

9. Shri Babulal Boun, 

10* Shri Sukal Bourl, 

11. Shri Tata Bourl, 

12. Shrlmati Sonamani Majhian, 

13* Shrimati Ramim Maj hian, 

14. Shri Sisu Bouri, 

15. Shri Bhikha Bourl, 

16. Shri IVLahesh Bouri* 

17. Shri Habu Napit, 

18* Shri Kakhohari Bourl, 

19. Shri Rabi Bouri, 

20. Shri Rampati Nonia, 

21. Shri Nourang Raj war, 

22. Shri Biswanath Rajwar, 

23. Shri Etwari Bhutan, 

24. Shri Sarup Bhuian, 

25. Shri Sibnath Kahar. 

26* Shri Ramasis Sao, 

27. Shri Mahabir Bhuian, 

28. Shri Rampati Bhuian, 

29. Shri Rameswar flam, 

30. Shri Ganesh Rajwar, 

31. Shri Jageswar Bhuian, 

32. Shri Bhagirath Rai, 

33. Shri Jagarnath Rai, 

34. Shri Tara Bouri, 

35. Shri Babul Bouri, 

36. Shri Kalut Ram, 

37. Shri Ramadin Mundal, 

38. Shri Jauardan Jha, 

39. Shri Mathurachandra Mandal, 

40. Shri Raghu Ram, 

41. Shri Gobardhan Bhuian, 

42. Shri Kishun Bhuian, 

43. Shri Roudi Bhutan, 

44. Shri Jageswar Ram, 

45* Shri Gobind Ram, 

46* Shri Tikam Bhuian, 

47. Shri Narain Dusadh, 

48. Shri Sanlchar Bhuian, 

49. Shri Dasrath Bhuian, 

50. Shri Faguni Bhuian, 

51. Shri Butu Bhuian, and 

52. Shri Frabhu Bhuian/' 

[No, L./2012/124/71-LR II.] 
( si k ftspTTT from) 
wrist 

JTffoFsfr, 1971 

m<> wio 8oo. — zrt: ?rwn: vt TFrffr 

wJr ^ % srf^: Jr 

fcnarsT, f^rar w?nr $ srsw Jr tfk 

'3 f r% t'+i't'i ?rV?frfJr^ h 

sfk ^ fasrrc w?r % 

fJpT MfifRr ^TTT WTWcft 


“Whether the action of the management of Junkun- 
dar Colliery of Messrs D* Mondal and Company, 
Post Office Chirkunda, District Dhanbad, in 
refusing re-employment to the workmen men- 
tioned below after the pe-start of the colliery 


war:, 'm, f^rrc wfafJRW, 1947 (1947 

14) qfr sircr 103ft stoto (1) % (w) nrr 

5 t^t wfJfdwf ^rt snt>r grj, J^arcr 
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'TW feirr TT nrfufTTR *pV OTTT 7-T % wffa qf3T 

%fjrhr ttttttt srterrffpF srfEFFror, (wtt 1 ), efftpt ^ 
% far fT?fcr Trcfr | i 

w^nV 

"TTT RTFI £fo Rpnw ITT^ TTTTf T7f ^TJUTiT 5pt%- 
*TTf, TTTFT f^Tf’TT, f~iT SFTTTT % R^FTPE^?! Tf qfffsr- 
*ITf % 1970 if JT: «fl% % «TTT ffF'T- 

ftlfer TTf^lff Tf TT: TT % 1FTTT TTT% Tf TFT- 

TTfl RETtfrer *ft ? tFt tt t forr sft^Ft % 
S'FSTT | ? 

1. 3ff 3TTT R'fTTFv 

2. 3ft ^TTT Rfc-HT 

3. «ft tr^ri RfeTT' 

4. «fr THTTRI RfRFfT 

5. «ff TRTT RferT 

6 . 3 ft fq<-fk eRt i r + 

7. 3ft TFT RfssfT 

8. RlFTt STHTTf RT%Tf 

9 . *ft afr^ifr 

10. «ff5^r cfF3Rt 

11. 3 ft zm ^fteff 

12. >Mr yrlKI-H l-fr FT%Tt 

13. 3fmrfr Tlfw RTfSRf 

14. «ft flFJ *ftTft 

15. 3frfwi^l3ff 

16. 3ft *r|7r sfR^f 

17. «ft FTR TrflT 

18. 3fr TITlflfr 5fF3TV 

19. «ff TFft «ftrft 

20. sff wrdt Rfftm 

21. 3ft ?fKn tttftt 

22 . 3fr faRvrw tifrt 

2 3. 3fr TOTRT 

24. 3ft TFFT '^Tlt 

25. 3Tt feFTFT TTfTT 

26. 3ft TFTi'fTRI ?rnft 

27 . 3fr tr^mTr 'tmn 

28. 3fr TrrTq-#r ^??rr 

29. 3ft Tiff 44 T TFT 

3 0. «ff TTotR TFnTT 

31. 3fr ^ftrtt '< j?*rf 

32 . 3 ft STFftT*T TFT 

33. «ft 'STFTRmr TFT 

34. 3ft 3TTI sfKfft 

35. 3ft^j^T^ft 


3 6. >47 TiFTT TFT 

37. 3ft TFTR>f JFTTT 

38. 3ft 'jfFTlT'FT STT 

39. 3ft RPTTOF3T 4 11 s ( T 

40. 3ft T^, TFT 

41. 3fl TtTTTT '«TW 

42 . 3 ft fTCT NpTT 

43. «ff TiTiTt 'TW 

44. 3(t 5fFTR'< TFT 

45. sft’ftfT^TR 

46. 3ftfeTTr^Tt 

47. 3ft WITFTT VTTT 

48. «ft TT-ft^ ^T^Tt 

49. 3lf 5TTTT ^T^Tt| 

501 «jt 'TRsft 'TTTf 
si. *rt fj ^sit tffr ’» 

52. 3ff 5TVJ ^rt " 

[Tfo ^/2012/12 4/71-^ToTTrTo-II] 

Nsw Delhi r the 18th November, 1971 

S.O. 801.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the Newton Chickli Colliery, 
Post Office Parasia, District Chhindwara and their work- 
men In respect of the matters speqjiled in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Jabalpw, constituted under section 7A of the said Act 
Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Newton Chickli Colliery, Post Office Paragla, 
Dish ict Chhindwara, (Madhya Pradesh) In 
dismissing from service Sarvashri Abdul Gaffar, 
Doader and Peer Mohammad, General Mazdoor, 
is justified? If not, to what relief are the work- 
men entitled?” 

|_No, L/2212/10/71-I4RXI.] 
Tt feTT, IS .'NETT, 1972 

iffro JtTi o 80 1 • - -RT: TTOTT 4?f TFT | f% ^TTTf 

TirTT q'T’Rff ff fTTTf T TIT R RTFT f%JprfV 

TflfsTTTf, TfTTT TTrfTTT, feRTTTT if 
sffT TTT TTTiTT % sflR rr^ sfhfffiFfr P-FTTT f^TIFTFT | ; 

sffT TT: %;^T TTTTTT TTT fTTR ^ft 
E fTT'T fTTfvrT T7TTI Tf^TfT TTTETdt 

TTT:, m, ?lf?frffTT fTTPT 194 7 (l947 

*pr i4) Tff snrr i o ^TErm (i) % («r) sttt 

TTTT ¥T%FIT TTFT EFTT TkTT TTTTTT If^aTTI 
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f^RR TT TIT # TRT 7-T '47 TfJR Tfel 

TRTR sftefrfTT TTfjRRW, T7T ? IT faTTF 

$ ftnr ffteffoR TRfr £ i 

:RTft‘r 

VJ c\ 

“spTT TTT RSR TifrwfT, TEESR FTlfftTr, 

fku foRTRT (rot tret) % ttvt trsst tt 
flsfsft !T5^r/R‘FFR, RsR sfh; ftk WOTT, 
RTEIRR *T7Tf< U TTOTcT 4RT T> TPFTrfT 
RRlfsR | ? Tfft Tf!, cfl ft RRTR fTTT ?q- 
ftR % fRRR | ? ” 

[fto tt?To^22 12/ 1 0 / 7 1—tTHo 5TR°-2] 

N?w Delhi , the 3rd December 1971 

SO. 892.— Whereas, the Central Government is of 
the opinion that an Industrial dispute exists between 
the employers In relation to the Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited, Post Office Kctbagudium Collieries 
(Andhra Pradesh) and theJr workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of sec- 
tion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial 
Tribunal with Shri F, S. Ananlh, as Presiding Officer 
with headquarters at Afzul Lodge, Tilak Road, Ramkote. 
Hyderabad-7, and refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

1. “Is the management of Singareni Collieries Com- 

pany Limited, Kothagudlum (Ramagundum 
Division I and II) iu. stifled In omifloying 
Sarvashri Raja Moinuddin, Mcrugu Gattaiah, 
Bahdur Khan, Sardar Khan, D< Srihnri, Md. 
GaflCar, Kunta Parvalhalu. Elgam Rajam. Soula 
Laxamainh, M. Iswari Das, Y. Hanumanth Rao, 
Sardar Khan. Malta Kistal ah, Ked-iri Mallaiah, 
H. Bhadralah, E. Venknth K. Mallaiah, Sk. 
Yacoob All and A. Rurgaigh, Category HI 
Pump Khalasis on more than one pump during 
the week from the 23rd May, 1971 to the 29th 
May, 1971 and in refusing 1o pay them category 
IV wages for the said period? T£ not ju c ’tifted. 
to what relief aie the said workmen entitled 
for the said period and also for the periods 
when they were employed on more than one 
pump?” 

2. “Is the management of Slngnreni Collieries Com- 

pany Limited, Kothagudium (Ramagundum I 
and II Divisions) justified in employing Sarva- 
shri D. Radhakrishna, Kannam Rnjnnarsu, 
Kondalaxman, Dasi Poshnm, Jansa Ch, 
Posh am, Thalikonda Rnjesham Nimmala 
Ramaswamy, K. Venkaty, Oddy JRayamallu and 
Kamunl Odalu, CntegnryJT Pump Khalasis on 
more than 39 II.P. Pumps dm- in? the week 
from the 23rd May, 1971 to the 29th May, 1971 
and in refusing to pay them categor,y-III wages 
for the said period? If not justified, what 
relief are the said workmen entitled for the 
said period and also for the periods when they 
were employed on more than one pump?” 

3* “Is the management or sing* mm i Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Knibcgudium (Ramagundum I 
and IT Divisions) justified in employing Sarva- 
stud purandla Ramulu, A. Verraswamy, D, 


Rajamouli, Raja Mohammad, J, Samuel, S- 
Suryanarayana, Ghousuddin. Maddela Durgalah, 
L. Venkaty, G. Ramallu, Erahathula Muthalah, 
Kendukurl Agaiah and Elupula Rumulu, Cate- 
gory-II Pump Khalasis on more than one pump 
and also on more than 35 II.P, Pumps during 
thtf» week ending 23rd May, 1971 to the 29th 
May, 1971 and in refusing to pay them category 
IV wages? If not justified, to what relief are 
the isaid workmen entitled for the said period 
and also for the periods when they were em- 
ployed on more than one pump?” 

|_No, L/211 2/32/71-1 jRII- 1 
frRfr, 3 feRTR 1971 

<FTo STToS02. — TR: klfR 1K4K 4ft TFT $ fa 
73TR7J ft frm % TR" if f^i ’ I ftl fftfarr- 

ffa <ERrft fftffttr TERR TlpHARM (STFET 

TTfa) % TRR % ftk 4 H 44 Of % afw 

tnp PHI4 fWFFT | ; 

ftk TR: %Rfa T47T fTTK 4ft RR fftwfa 

fHXT ftfafER 47RTT TT^ftR RRlFfr P , ; 

*5RT:, SR, sfhftfw fwT srftlfrRTr, 1947 ( 1947 
SET 1 4) 'ft £TRT 7-sf STRf 1 0 sft \3WRT ( 1 ) % ’TOT 
(si) 5TTT TRET OlfTTRf R TROT TRT f^T %t^Tt TTRTE 
tttrsri ttse ’tIwiPit srftnFRT Tfer trtV t f%R% 'fteT- 
s !Tt >fto TTTTo 5TFF«T TtT, fffiT TfRTER 
WTRET RTEtT, fTTER ZtT, TTWR, tVRR ^'RT SllR TH 
sg 'd'tci TTryffiT'T srfijTRor Trt rrIrorr % Rn* 
TRdt t I 

“ 1. WT f'TR^fr TrfRTfRT RhR|J<! TTfcT- 

stPsm h ( EPR ( i 3 h frrUR— 1 5fVE 2 ) % TR’TJ 
EfTT, m'4\ TRT TREfU, TFT 4TTTRTR, 
TTR, TRTR ’TR, f\o ^fV RtfOTT 
ttor, fRT tr'rttj, rhtt err, hVtt 
T reRTWI, ^ TTT, o Wt, 
fRTR OTT, RRT pRTnTTR, %TR> RTEITOTT?, 
5TRo 'flTTWf, RETRTR, 

TFTOT Efk tTo H’GIIOTTT, TrRl-3 % TR 
RHTf’Rf B Et 23 Rl, 1971 § 29 1971 

% ^TOTTfJ % ^\TR mp ?T RfesE TR TT WT 
ERFTT Wk Tsf ^ TRftJ % Irtt srkr 4 "1^ 
kr ft TRR TRTT, OTRlfftT | ? Tfft 
RRtfftTT Tff eft, TRT WE 3T?T ?Rfft % 
fftlT ftk TT sprfftifT % ffttr ftt RT TR FT 
ft RffR TR FT vTTRT *RT «TT, fftTT 
% ?TRR f ? ” 

2. "TR f’HRftt FftfER ’kf TRftV fftfftTT, T?RT- 
jrfftH ( f^#3R-l ?fR 2) % 5RTV-- 
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fl&sfr rfto 7THTf®JET W 

'sprr toR 

JfffTT TTSfaR, Ri^MI %o TOfT#, 

TRRTOJ ?rk TEJjft *f)SI^ 5TT4-2 
TPr^^lf^iff Jfft, 23 1971 29 Rf, 

1971 % ^ JfkET, 35 it ST^TO 

tT^o <fto mWIT JR HTRT ?ftT d ql 'd'M 

EElfe $ f%T^ JRit-3 % 

W TO7TT, RETt^RT | ? *lfc Rl41p4d 
eft 'dw 'T>4 c m 1 ~d t Ki ’vHity % Ri ij sftr nj^i 
sntfajff % tft, ^ ^ tpr % irfm tr 

JR ^HIRT WT *TF, il-Jd^ %i£?t>4Kt ? 

3. "WT frFT^ft 'FtfcRfta JfTPEft faf42d, JEtZI- 

*tf%JR (TIRFjWT f^ET 1 *ffc 2) % 

SERRWH TT, RVfT TTETETT 7T^, C[o 
Rpft, ito <meMi, TTSIT wro?, #o 
frwr, qtr° ^rkRERr, Ertg^H *n^t»=rr, 
^GT[^TT?, TET 0 4 ’’T'ff, 'jfto 7T*mj, VNI’V'E 
%R$ft wnw? *fk it^t 

TPJ5J;, wt-2, TR MHlfRlf Tt 23 Rf, 
1971 *T 29 E$ 1971 % ART? % 5f>TET, 

% srfsTO TR qx ?EIEfT 'ifk 3 5 l^o tffo 

R qfspE Wf V *ft -RfR, ?ffa SEEt-4 
j£t TOE^ ft tTTT TRT ^iqtfdd | ? qfe 
^iq'iPdd jt^t, eft sw +4 +k TOiftr % 

fart eETT 3R TOTfaiff % fori Rt, m ^ qrap 
% srffTO TPT JR EPTTJTT WT R, tw SRcfPT 

* Ml 

? 

[tfOTT 1^-2112/32/71-^0 RT 0 - 2 ] 

Nexv Delhi, the 8th December 1971 

S.O* 803* — Whereas the Central Government Is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Batladilla 
Iron Ore Project (Deposit No. 14 and 5) of National 
Minerals Development Corporation Limited, Post Office 
Kirindul (District Bastar) Madhya Pradesh and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government eft nagHT E tt 
desirable to refer the said dispute ior adjUttiOfftWn; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powir® ounftfrred 
by clause (d) of sub-section XI) section 10 of tnb 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for ad- 
judication to the industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur with 
headquarters at New Delhi constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the action taken by the management of 
Bailadllla Iron Ore Project (Deposit No. 14 and 
5) of National Minerals Development, Corpora- 
tion Limited, Post Office Kirindul, District 
Bastar (Madhya Pradesh) in not appointing 
Shri Mangal Singh as dumper operator wai 
justified? If not, to what releif Is the work- 
man entitled? 

[No, L-26012/1/7LLR-IVJ 


3 tfwfr, j 8 pRRJ:, 1971 

VTo WTo 803. — JR: AVER Jfft TPT § 

sthts Jf Mrfcre fwrf % ^ ^ 4 ^eth 
^ehht ^R'fft^iET Rif 4 is % ^T^nf^^n' vwor 

14 ?ik 5 ) « I +’=)<■, Phf<H^ 5 T (f^T 
hw ir^fr % 5 i^r ^ REffsrEf ^ 
+ 4 +'i 0 i % irqr ^ifiRrE %trtt | ; 

W: RTTR ^ET *Ft ^EiRt^iET % 

R# RrfRnw qr*RT qi^fRr n-HW'Jl 1 1 ; 

SET:, ?K ^ft^ftffHT Rr^K ^rfsrfwi, 1947 (1947 
'ET 14 ) 10 «ffr^T 51 KT ( l) (ht) IT 7 T 

Vif<ro*Tl m RtfET TVl ^TT, %? 5 fET 7 RTTT ET^ 5 'Rr TEf fTTET 

vt ^rftdwr qft mv i-w< % snfrr 

’tFh'tvt, wtjt, Leeet ^ fe^fr if ^ett, <fft 

^tetReji jr % Rrrr Rr?ftr?r % i 

,5 pn ?EfEm Rrtr tq^rrSfj RrfRty % 

ElSMlf^c-ET 5 tfk SIT^'R: (?)RJr 14 5 fk 5 ), 
WrJTi^r, Lett toe (rer sj^h) % jitoet 
*Pf «ft RTOT fE? Tt TPR RTVE % if ReJTT T TOR 
TEfqi^f RTJftfarT % ? Jlfr Jfff, ?ft fTOT 5E^?>1 

JR ^TOR ^ ? 

[^O tTR- 26012 / 1/7 1 -VRo ?TRo- 4 ] 


Neio Delhi, the 9th December 1971 

S.O. 804.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Oil and 
Natural Gas Commission, Ahmedabad Project, Sabar- 
mati, Ahmedabad and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 7 A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
itetion lU df Ih* Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1 W 77 , tfte Central Government hereby constitutes an 
Ift&ujfedhl Tribunal with flhri I. G. Thakore as Presid- 
ing Cjmfcpr with headquarters at Ahmedabad and refers 
the said dispute for adjudication to the said Industrial 
Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Oil and Natural Gas 
Commission, Ahmedabad Project, Sabarmati, 
Ahmedabad is justified in denying the benefits 
that are admissible to the regular employees 
of the Commission to Sarvashri Ashok Kadus- 
kar, Bhikha Bhai Thakar, S. P. Methani, Miss 
P. A. Mary, Shri Bipin R. Tabkar, with effect 
from the respective dates of appointment of 
the employees concerned? If not, to what relief 
and from whflt datfi are they entitled?’’ 

[No. L-30011/6/71-LRIV.] 
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qrf 9 faqrqT:, 1971 

H7° Wo 804. — 5RT: RVR TTC | f% 

^qr^3 M^r^r Jr fafafets f^paiff % qrt t^r«rksu$ftf+' 
% *rw>r, ST^RTH JTFfl'CT, EKGT^fr, W^+RWR, % 
qqR sfaft- 

ftpp f^gjTpr $ ; 

qq: %^fV*T E"GFK 3W f^TPt “M nrprf’M’TT % 

fnq Mfiro hrr qts^fk s^sreft $ ; 

HTT., 5R, ’ftolfH fW? ’TfidWT; 1947 ( 1947 
H7 14) H^URT 7-T*fk SKT 10»ft SH-SKT ( l) 

(q) am 5r<m mf^cnrf hh sprfr hr^ g<7, %^fcr rhtr 
qn? *fRfrf% srftmOT $ fan $ 'fter- 

srfaHnfr eft *rr§° 5ft o &rr; $ft, fwm jysiTHq 
Vfwrsrra $>17 ?fh: sw f*m% *rt ^ wftftfap wTshrw 
vr Riqfqnqq ht f^rq faqfaRr HRrft 1 1 

WTSffwh sn¥f>tf*ra qreH w$*mwr qrqWrr 
WPmRft, 41$TPrRR % swp rjjh 47 77»4r «mw 
H>T\RHR, fWT qTf 5T^C, t^fo >fto faff 4to qo 

irff, eft fq^T *tr<> jt^pr «(it f tfRfaR HR^rfOTf vt 
f^f'M H7 fTRtwf Ir t srw, oft wnfR h? faqfaq hr- 
qifGTt Hit uncr rq q *rtr hr^i mr-uif'^cT | ? qf* 
^atqf'Rm^'tq^ sftr foq <rR9? *t$hrr| ? 

[q'qqT qsr-3 0011 / 6/7 i-q?ro«rR<>- 4 ] 

New Delhi, the 10 th December 1971 

S.O. 805,— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Western 
Kajora Colliery, Post Raniganj, District Burdwan and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta, constituted under section 7 A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Western Kajora Col- 
liery, Post Office Kaniganj, District Burdwan 
was justified in retrenching £Jhri Jogesh Taluk- 
dar, Brattice Mlstry from the 2nd April, 1971? 
If not, to what relief is the workman concerned 
entitled?” 

[No, L/1912/133/71-LRII.] 

1 0 ftqRR, 1 97 1 

HR Jtl» RP. %'lftq RHRH>TR $ 

<J7m' t fwff % Wfi if HRftl 

Vtftrofr, ¥TH7R TpftTpir, ftrWT H&TFT 


faql jrff qk gq% *nv4*biCt % sfrH qn? tfrertfap faqr? 

qfa: qq: rhr w hr *Ft mqfRiqq' % 

f^rq hrht qts’ftq' 

5RT-, ot, 5rtiTirq'+ fqqrq srfyfqqq, 1 947 ( 1947 H 7 , 

i4)qftgm lOHfr^qwm ( 1 ) % am trt 

xifRnft h>t snfrq hr' $q ^'■sfiq rhr qq^ffm 'TW fqqiH 

vt 3H?T ^rfqPPTH H?V «fRT 7-HT % *T^T qfef %^Stq' TOR 
ffhrtfqqr qfqqR'q H^fHRrr ’Pt f*iw Pi u Iq^ % fnq fqqftw 
HRfftl I 

“HTT HTsfRT TXV^r, TI^i'JT, fTOT 

q^HR % SRRT RfTO HiT dl^HtHR 

H7 2 1971 % HRHT 

mqtfro «n ? qfq qt qqf^r h^hr 

4(^117 H7 $HRR ^ l” 

[ewt qno/ 1 9 1 2/ 1 3 3/7 i-qn inr- 2 ] 

S.O. 80<>. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between The 
employers in relation to the Lakurka Colliery of Messrs 
the Lakurka Coal Company Limited, 3 Synagogue 
Street, Calcutta-1, and their workmen in respect of the 
maaters specified in the schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers il 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No. l), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7 A of th® 
said Act, 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Lakurka 
Colliery of* Messrs Lakurka Coal Company 
Limited, 3 Synagogue Street, Calcutta-1, in 
terminating the services of Sarvashri Dhan- 
nanjoy Rajwar, Under Ground Trammer and 
Dwarka Rajwar, Haulage Engine Khalasi with 
effect from the 14th June, 1971, ia justified? 
If not, to what relief the said workmen are 
entitled?” 

[No. L/2012/184/71^LRII.] 
Wo 806, — STOTT qff TIT $ fa 

if famfi % ^rrJ: ft fir 

ftrfcrcv, srrapfif Viftn'Q, 3 
^nrai-i % ^ xft* 

% ^ sfkftfw fw^: finniPT 

^fT^rr ft; 
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SR:, SR, sfaflfw faw SrfsrfoFT, 1947 (1947 
41 14) 3ft HTW 10 4l 4T-ETRT (l) 4 SPR (t) 3T7T 
srtt mp RPi f 4r srifPr 441 gn;, 44 ft TR4R i^RSirr 
fsRK 4t to srftrf^Hi 41 aro 7 ( 4 ) 4srEfR4for 
44kr TCTE sft4lfF4 srfiiTTT, (piwr l), EFTFT4 4 t 
rifMeh 4 krtj Mfei 4Tdl | i 

"w 4^ 4kr Tppfr fa-faiN 4r 4rf4r 
tfikpRi, 3 ttwift *frs, 444 m - 1 % sffet w4 41 
iFfcft arrinii tdfr, Fkmr f «r 4k gR4T frrf, 
4r i4^ f 1971 4 font urm 4kr 
41 4 miffi RFfrkR $ ? Fir ^ cfr 44 t 4F4R f44 
w^aTf 4 p?n | ?" 

[4wr F4/20 1 2/ 184/ 7 1— II 40 STR 0 — 2 } 

S.O. 807. — Whereas the Central Government Is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between me 
employers in relation to the management of Madhuband 
Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal Company Limited, Post: 
Office Nurkhurkce (Dhanbad) and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No* 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of me 
•aid Act 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of the 
Madhuband Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Nurkhun^t 
(Dhanbad) in stopping the work of Shn 
Kameshwar Singh, Pump Khalasi (Surface) 
with’ effect from the 8lh February, 1971, is 
justified? If not to what relief is the work- 
man entitled?” 

[No, L/2012/142/7L-LRIL] 

4To FTTo 8 0 7, — ipr: 4 ?j1f <TWR 41 TR & f% 

TTFra - 4 fFfFfk? fawf 4 Fk 4 4*r4 
srtfkkFf 4ta krfFA?, 41 4iftFRt, FT4F4 
(eRFR) 4 SR7ET 4 fFFlWf 4k 4F4 
4F4R1 4 4TF i?4 irWw faFR fatFiFf 

4k ft 44r tr4r faFR 4r RRfFTFT 4 
f%cr f4*fer 4RT n'rsrfm FFScfl I; 

FIT:, SR, tViPiT fFFR 4f4fFFF, 1947 (194741 
14) 41 ETRT 1 0 41 FT ETRT ( I ) 4 W (f) 3TRT 5R4 
vrf*KRf 4i a 4k 4kl |tr, 441 f ir 4 r p^srt tft 
fFFR 4t 441 FrrErfrPTT 41 ETR1 7-®fT % SRlF Ffef 4 4 tF 
TR4R 4krtfF4 srfwFF (trft-i) ffrr =ft rr- 

frfuprl tfr f^JTT fF?f?R 44ll jl 1 


“ftt ftw 4fk(T?r 4rr wr fafires 41 fejfr 
4rfNTfr, 4PRR FT^4f (FAFF!) 4 5FFET WT 41 
4l kR, tpi (ft^) 41 8 9RTH, 1971 

4 THT 4 TlfR 41 FfW?) R[4lfw t 7 T?r, 4l EfTTR 

fvir ffftIf -w irai | ? " 

[WI FrFT-2012/l42/71-I[ToW?:o-2] 

S.O. 808. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Bhaladih 
Sand Line of Messrs Equitable Coal Company limited, 
Post Office. Dishergarh, District Burdwan and their 
workmen in respect of. the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-seclion ( 1 ) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for ad- 
ludieation to the Central Government Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management oC 
Bhaladih Sand Line of Messrs Equitable Coal 
Company Limited Post Office Dishergarh, Dis- 
trict Burdwan in laying off its workmen on the 
29 th April. 1971, is justified? If not, to what 
relief are the workmen concerned entitled?” 

[No. L/1912/137/71-LRII.] 

vtowto 8 o 8. — *rer; hrfr 4V tr | f4 

str-it 4 fckrfkr f=rc4r 4 srk 4 jrt4 

4h fkf4jT 4r 4? 

kr^rr 4 4 TFTRf 

4 4rr rr^ 4r4rkT faTR krarrF' % ; 

FA:, kf"F FFTTF fFTR 4f 'qTFfTFFA 

4 fFFfWA T"FTT FTTRfrF ATT ft t ; 

!TA:, FTF, 4>4rfw fFATT 1947 (29 47 

«fi 14 ) 41 4kr io 41 tt-etri ( i) (t) jri 
JT^T wfsRTFf TTSTTR 4TA 4^F ?R 4 R ^cR^Rr 
T4T fTTTT 4t TFA FrfETkPFT 41 ETRT 7-4 4 44H' TfeA 
4^14 1R41T 4f4rkrAT 4f44T4, 4444T 41 -FTFfFTFT 
4 f44 f^ftTA 47rfl ^ I 

"wr 4 a 4 TFTiiFT 4kr 4^41 41 

4? 4R4 3T4FT-feWRR, krTrAFFTA 
4 TARFTA 41 44Tl 444R1 4129 4^4, 19 71 
41 44 £1 ®jl 44 41 4iTArfr -FnrlfRA |? 44 

'1 TRffETA 444R f44 HATR 4 iFTTR | ”• 

[40 EJ4— 1912/137/7 1— EJ4°FrRo*-2j 
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S.O. 809, — Whereas the Central Government Is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Victoria 
West Colliery of Messrs New Beerbhoom Coal Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Barakar, District Burdwan 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by c'lause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1047), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

'‘Whether the action of the management of Vic- 
toria Wqst Colliery of Messrs. New Beer- 
bhoom Coal Company Limited. Post Office 
Barakar, District Burdwan in dismissing Shri 
Bhagwan Chamar, Loader with effect from 
the 27th August, 1971 is justified? If not, to 
what relief is the said workman entitled?'* 

[No. L/ 191 2/1381/7 1-LBII.] 

StT° 8l9.-RcT: TRTOT TPT | 

JTRT \J4N4 SPT^ft R % TO? TO 

to^Mtoto? to farstfw toto TOfrorofr, 


tottor tottto?, Iwr ar^Fr % totoet tottoj fTOTtrorof 

torto# y 4 to i <f % TOkrotfroro fwro fa^TOTOPT 

% ; 

wk W5T: , tottot tow fwpr to TOrrofrofTOro 

% fapr fwfl!TTO TOTOTT TOfaRfftT TOTOTOft % 

1947 ( 1 947 

to 14) tort 10 ^tortokt ( 1) % ^ (to) anrrr 
tort TrrfiRRf to totoIto totot 5^, trtot totototot 

TOW fTOTOTTO TOt TOW ’TOfafTOTOTO TORT 7-*P % TOlftTO TOfeTO 
%roftro tor sf^rotfroro toTtotorto, totowt «f?t wtto- 
fTOTOTOTO % fsp? TOTOft I I 

'tot Ttrorf ^krjro wroft krfrr^Tf 4 ft froro^k 
fw TOlfTOkt, tottor tor, krar totototto % 

A WTTO TOTOR, TffaR 4ft 27 *FTW, 
1971 TtTOW^ TO7T TOTOTOT^t WTTOTfW f _ ? wft 
TO?% TTt 3W TO'tf+IT fTOT SFjTOtTO TO ^TOTR I 

[TrTOn^r-1912/138/71-T^o *TR°TO2)] 


New Delhi) the 13 th December 1971 

r : S. O- 810, — WHEREAS the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers In 

relation to the management of Sough Jharia Colliery, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified iti the Schedule hereto annexed; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- sect ion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, T947 (14 °f 1947)3 the Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Government In- 
dustrial Tribunal (No, 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

u Whether the action of the management of South Jharia Colliery, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad in stopping from work 
the workmen noted below from the dates mentioned against their names is justified? If not, to what relief these workmen arc entitled ? 


S. Name of the workmen Designation Date^of stoppage 

No. work 


I 

Gendo Bhuia 











Miner 

21-1-1971 

2 

Dhukhan Bhuia . 











1 Do. 

21-1-1971 

3 

Mahcshi Bhuia 











Do. 

21-1-1971 

4 

Tapan Bhuia 











Do, 

21-1-1971 

5 

Sohan Bhuia 











Do. 

21-1-1971 

6 

Kali Bhuia . 











Do. 

21-1-1971 

7 

Dina Bhuia No. 2 . 











Do. 

23-1-19711 

8 

Bihari Bhuia 











Do. 

23-1-1971 

9 

Banshi Bhuia 











Do. 

22-1-1971 

10 

Nageshwar Bhuia 






* 





Do. 

22-1-1971 

11 

Shankar Bhuia No. 2 











Do. 

23-1-1971 

12 

Amtrit Bhuia 











Do. 

23-1-197* 

13 

Shiban Bhuia . ♦ 











Do. 

20-1-197* 

14 

Mangar Bhuia 











Do. 

22-1-1971 

13 

Bideshi Bhuia 











Do, 

21-1-1971 

16 

Barhan Bhuia 











Do. 

21-1-1971 

17 

Kedar Bhuia 











Do, 

21-1-1971 

18 

Tejo Bhuia . 











Do. 

22-1-1971 

19 

Giridhari Bhuia . 











Do. 

21-1-1971 

20 

Hari Bhuia 











Do. 

21-1-1971 

21 

Tiban Bhuia 











Do. 

20-1-197J 

22 

Ramtahal Bhuia . 











Do. 

20-1-197: 

23 

Ramswaroop Dushadh , 











Do. 

20-1-197: 

»4 

TulsiDusadh 


• 

* 








Do. 

20-1-1971 
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[Part 


S . Namo of the workman 

No, 


Designation 


Date of Bto 
wor 


gpag© of 


»3 Karu Dusadh 
26 MunilalRurmi , 

37 Pyari Gope . . , 

38 KaluChamar 

29 Baleshwar Bhuift , 

30 Sanichar Bhuia . 

31 KamdeoBhiua , , 

32 Laxman Bhuia 

33 Gokul Mflhato 

34 Indradco Dusadh 

33 Ram Swarup Dusadh No, 2 

36 BhuIariBhuin 

37 Ranu Bhuia 

38 Tejo Bhuia No, 2 

39 Sarjoo Bhuia 

40 Deo Nandan Bhuia 

41 Sanu Bhuia , 

42 Jagdco Bhuia 

43 Gobind Bhuia 

44 Baau Mochi 

45 Gangadhar Bauri . 

46 Rangoo Bhuia 

47 Chamari Dusadh , 

48 Bundi Halwai 

49 Chhabi Nath Mochi , 

50 Jcthu Mochi 

51 Akloo Sao 

52 Barho Dusadh 

53 Baldco Dusadh 

54 Budhan Bhuia 

55 Baleshwar Bhuia 


Miner 

Do. 

Do, 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Trammer 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


30- 1-1971 

3M-I97X 

21-1-1971 

21-1-1971 

31- 1-1971 
31-1-1971 

31- 1-1971 
21-1-1971 
21-1-1971 
21-1-1971 

21- 1-1971 

22- 1-1971 
22-1-1971 
30-1-1971 

21- 1-1971 

22- 1-1971 
22-1-1971 

32- 1-1971 

21- 1-1971 

22- 1-1971 
22-1-1971 
21-1-1971 

19- 1-1971 
21-1-1971 

20- 1-1971 

19-1-1971 

20- 1-71 

21- 1-71 

2I-I-7I 

21-1-71 

19-1-71 


[No, L/2012/82/71-LRII.] 


*rf 13 fararc, 1971 

TTo Gfo 810. — JT?r:, OTT vf 

M ^ *r fVfjrf^ra: fwff % 

srrt % *rre;<r *rfw TtfqvrO', frfrm-, Psrcrr 
crstf? % 5T^r ?r s^na- 
% ^ <wtr ?T ; 

tfK ?m: m f=r^TT vt f*Wiw 

* ftr* ftvftiRr fr ; 

UTT:, «RT, f^K Srfsrffm, 1947 (1947 

vt 14) ift *kt 10 *fr ^mrer (1) % srs- (*) 
arcr jtttt srfftnff tt ujt'r 

sw fa^rrc irW5m ^ snrr 7 -«p 

* *rfar fofrr wVrfw (tfwr 

i),^ramr wr $ 1 

nr* 

'‘<nT irrs*r trrvrr lirfartt, mrtT wtorr f fanrr 
«mre % rowfor <1 fatfrfafar qnffiff ifr 


^TTTrfafr $ ? =rf^- f^r % 

5TTTT £ ? 


* 

^<FR Tt ^rPT 


5TTft?T 

1 

fat 


21-1-71 

2 

5^T V*rT 


21-1-71 

3 



21-1-71 

4 

EFFT IT^TT 


21-1-71 

5 



21-1-71 

6 


'UfRV 

21-1-71 

7 

^MT ffWT 2 


23-1-71 

8 



23-1-71 

9 


qrFrW 

22-1-71 

1 0 



22-1-71 

11 

5RK q-flJTT 2 

qrftr 

23-1-71 

12 



23-1-71 

13 

f?r^T 


2 0-1-71 

14 



22-1-71 
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apRfa RTR TRW ^HT Tt% 

arfa fpV 

trrfaj 


15 

faftfa vj*?rr 


21 -1- 

-71 

18 

^TEpr^rT 

*lfa% 

21 -1- 

-71 

17 



21 -L 

-71 

18 



21 -1- 

-71 

19 

frfttJTTf 


21 -1- 

-71 

20 

5ft ^fa 


21 -1- 

-71 

21 


tsrfar 

2 0-1- 

-71 

22 

Tr^T^T fa*TT 


2 0- 1- 

-7 1 

23 

TDn-TCT Sfaff 


2 0- 1- 

-71 

24 



20 -1- 

-71 

25 

jstst 

tyfar 

2 0- 1- 

-71 

26 

5*ff 

trfcsp 

21 -1- 

-71 

27 

anfafar 


21 -1- 

-71 

28 

*PHT ’RR 


21 -1- 

■71 

29 

sifapR: ^tt 

«ffa^7 

21 -1- 

-71 

30 

fafaR ¥^<tt 

grfar 

21 -1- 

-71 

31 


<fffa 

21 -1- 

“71 

32 


mfap 

21 -1- 

-71 

33 

iftf5I Rflrft 

orffa 

21 -1- 

-71 

34 


fafar 

2 1 — 1- 

-71 

35 

THT? s np'T 5*TTCI RStTT 2 

’ffafr 

2 1 —1- 

“71 

36 


’SfafT 

22 -1- 

-71 

37 



22 -1- 

-71 

38 

fairy vj^tn fa«TT 2 


22 -1- 

-71 

39 


«rfap 

22 -1- 

-71 

40 

fasrr 1 (jvi T 

qf?Rr 

22 -1- 

-71 

41 

j 

srffa 

22 —1“ 

■71 

42 

'smWt 'jV'n 


22 -1- 

-71 

43 


erfa^r 

21 -1- 

-71 

44 



22 -1- 

*7 1 

45 

rflTrQT *4 1 <Y 

’TfafT 

22 -1- 

-71 

46 


gfdT 

21 -1- 

-71 

47 


5 «TT 

19—1- 

-71 

48 



2 1 —1- 

-71 

49 



2 0-1- 

-71 

50 


fRT 

19-1- 

-71 

51 



20 — 1- 

-71 

62 



21 -1- 

-71 

53 



21 -1- 

-71 

54 

^^rr 


19-1- 

■71 

55 


p*x 

19-1- 

-71 


[#w t^T- 2012 / 82 / 71 - ^otrn;o- 2 ] 
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S.O. 811. — Whereas the Central Government Is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Kottadih 
Colliery, Post Office Kottadih, District Burdwan and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified In 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore In exercise of the powers confer- 
red by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute 
for adjudication to the Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act 

Schedule 

‘Whether the management of Kottadih Colliery 
of Messrs Equitable Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Kottadih, District Burdwan are 
justified In not placing Shri Puna Tanti, 
Machine Mazdoor-cum-Driller in Category-V, 
as machine Driver with effect from the 1st 
January, 1971, Shri Ram Gopal Choubay as 
Boady Searcher" in Category-II with effect 
from the 20th March, 1969 and Shri Lakhu 
Much! as Winding Engine Driver in Category- 
V with effect from the 1st January, 1971? If 
not to what relief are the workmen entitled?’* 

[No. L/1912/109/71-LRII.] 
TTo srro 811 . — w: *RTR TFT | 

fa * TTR1 if fartf % wfX if 

fafafaf, ffair % stri ft 

fRfaifar ^i% ^f^Kf % TT!fr srfaftfap fan? 
fag^FT |; 

R: TR fa^TT ? dldfaj|R 

% facr fft?fa?I ^RTT °i Isfar RHcft ^ ; 

*Td:, sfafrfap fafa faftfftR 1947 (l947 
TT 14) «TRT 10 TTORT (l) % W (t) 5RT 
tt srrfa ^ <,?r gir fafar trtr tjdTiRi 
R5r farR tV srfafapr fa tmr 7->f> % inffa pfar 

*k+k fafaffafr fa wrPtfaftH' 

% fair fafffal TTfa I I 

ftfafanr fa* fafafa ajfy 

fafafaft, 3FFR fajSTfa^ fa^IT RTF! % 

mfa fa ?sft jPTd icft TTff-5 if Tfa* 

fj?R fa 1 srrrfa 1 9 7 1 ft' 
'Tppp.nY Tmfoiw fa? fa 20 *rrf 1969 
ft sm-2 if fafa Tfa far fa *jfa fai 

STTRt 1971 ft 5TR-5 if NRT 

% ift if p wf fa dfayfa Jtnfaffar $ ? trfir 
fa fa^R ffar spjfnr % 1 

[w tj^r— 1912 / 1 09/7 i-t^ro*rn;- 2 ] 

New Delhi, the 15th December 1971 

S.O. 812— Whereas the Central Government la of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers In relation to the management of Kha* 
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Badjna Colliery of Messrs Western Bengal Coalfields 
Limited, Post Office Nirflachatti, District Dhanbad, 
and their workmen in respect of the matters speci- 
fied in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No, 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

'Whether the action of the management of Khas 
Badjna Colliery of Messrs Western Bengal 
Coalfields Limited, Post_ Office NIrsachatti, 
District Dhanbad, in stopping the workmen. 
Sarvashri Kanai Mandal and Subhas Mandal 
from the 28th February, 1970 and the 23rd 
February, 1970 respectively from work was 
justified? If not to what relief are these 
workmen entitled?’ 1 

[No. 2/95/70-LRIL] 
'fH'o m° 812 , — 3TrT;, % 

if fq (qqq"f % q i <, if 

fam It foffafaT 

‘f+i't'iOr % 41 q WlWlfati f^TRT faspri'T ; 

mr: *r*fr fan? «f> RRfafa? % 

faaffa? wr ^r^reRfr $; 

sr?:, yleilRf'fr fan? yrfafanr, 1947 (1947 

*pt 14) TtETRr 10^ sturt (1) % spry (?) jm 

SRTT «i1*wmT TT <.?l %nft? tR^'R vfftl 

fqq |fl ??T, yrfy fqq+i ti 1 ^,1 7- q 

*rvr yfafrfw srfspfR'n’ (tfsm- 1 ), aror *m- 
% fa? frr^fvRT ?Rcfr % I 

'w ## ??t*t ??faq5teytf faf?2s, qfr ijt? 

^TTspn’ *F>famfr, f'W’Hicft, fwr 

W $ 5OTTO JffafTR — *fafr 

iFTT$ Tprs^r ^HT^PPry^ 28 

1970 *^23 'TR^rft, 1970 ^ *PPT 

% Tfaft sppfcrn? Rfaffar «ft ? ?f? 

?rt 3 r ?pfaR fan snj?ft? % ^?r $ ? 

[*farr 2/9s/7o-c^r<>yrR«>-2] 

S.O. 813. — Whereas the Central Government Is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Pure 
Kustore Colliery of Messrs Pure Kustore Collieries 
Company Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District 
Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the mat- 
ters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 1). Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

'Whether the action of the management of Pure 
Kustore Colliery of Messrs Pure Kustore Col- 
lieries Company Limited, Post Office Kusun- 
da, District Dhanbad, in stopping Sarvashri 
Amrit Das, Ram Khilavan Das, Nanku and 
Jethan Bhuia, Miners from, work with effect 
from tfie 19th March, 1971 is justified? If 
not, to what relief are the concerned work- 
men entitled?*' 

[No. L/20 12/192/7 1 -LRIIJ 
«pr« mo 813. — ??: st^tr ^ yj? £ 

fa mr^ff Jr faf?fa? if 

far ftfdlv. faftir, tT m'R fyfar 

?rtfa?fr, srtsr fam ???t? % srmsr Jr m^r 

fafafaf sfhc ^fa 1 •Of % «ffa fan? 

?rh: HZ: %rsfr*T 
far fa? R;m j fRrr 

mr:, faro yrfafamr, 1947 (1947 

m 14 ) mrr 1 0 qft ( 1 ) % («r) irj 

STT?T iTTfanff ’PT sfafr ?n?fTR ^dSIRT 

r.fsrfamr srro 7 -^ % mfar »rfar 
?rsfr %ffafrfrrm ’rfawr (?farr-i), sprr 
RRfa^mr % fair fafftRT 

*RT fWk *fTRpfr fafi^T, 

vt aftr mtfarmCr, fam 

% simsr trt'fr m pre rcr, 

TnrfammRm, ^ yftr mz 

^ri^nfr RPitfmr |? dr 5 ft q m ' fofl r 
ynfaR fa^r mpfa % ?w: ? • 1 

[#0 !T^/2012/192/71-^omTo-2] 

S.O. 814. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of East 
Bhuggatdlh Colliery of Messrs East Bhuggatdih Col- 
liery Company Private Limited, Post Office Jharia, 
District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of 
the matters specified In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal (No. 1), Dhanbad* constituted under section 7A 
Of the said Act, 
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Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of East 
Bhuggatdi'h Colliery of Messrs East Bhuggat- 
dlh Colliery Company Private Limited, Post 
Office Jharia, District Dhanbad, in dismissing 
Shri Anant Lai, Munshi with effect from the 
23rd August, 1971, is justified? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled?” 

[No, L/201 2/1 91/7 1-LRII.J 

*f>T° WTo 8 14. — d WTT TFT % fT 

Jr ffaftw fafa % jfrt 

^rrrr% ’wfa smfa fafas ^"mr- 
ftz +lffa <i, ?rfw, fan wra % srf^t 
f'nfafat titK qn fom % sffa irt *ffatfar farc 
famm 

?fR W: %5=3fhT3T^K^T fan? % rii^fafa 
% Rl^ PiJr^ia Wlfa 

W: W fair srfsfan, 1947 ( 1947 

VT 14) KTRT 10 qfr WSTTTT ( l) % *3^ (?) IRT 
5T3^T TTfafa 37T 5Tfa ^ §Tr ^73^ 1^8 ITT 

sqn far? ^5t nfafa'r ottt 7 -^ % wfa qfa 
spcttt tffafa (*farr 1). «tt?r q?r 

w^rfaTW % ^rfl ^ 1 

‘fan vnwfr qi'ifard 'q?far srfas 

faints far far nwer^V farfafat, TR^n 

5Tfat, ffal HPRT3 % 5t«HJ fat fat ?PTPl 
^rrpr ^fr fat 23 spt^t, 1971 ^ 

fat qfaTft wfatffa | ? nfa nfaqtf+K 

fan spjfa *rr | 1)" 

[wnr tT^ro-20 1 2/191/71 uko 2 J 

New Delhi , the 16th December 1971 

S.O. 815, — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the Executive Adviser, Messrs 
East Indian Coal Company Limited and Messrs Bhu- 
lanbararee Coal Company Limited, Post Office Jeal- 
gora, District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect 
of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annex- 
ed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause fd) of sub-section (1) of flection 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No, 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act 

Schedule 

“Whether the workmen of Bhularibaeraree, Jeal- 
gora and Bararee Collieries are entitled to 
any compensation for the period of their lay- 
off from the Second Shift of the 14th Septem- 
ber, 1971 to the First Shift of the 16th Sep- 
tember, 1971 and that of the Kendwadih Col- 
liery for the 16th September, 1971? If so, to 
what details?” 

[No. L/2012/190/7 1-LRII j 


fa ffafa 1 6 faiifT, 1971 

$Tom°8i5. — W: fafa +R+K fat TFT | ffa 
nqrrsns: wqfar if farffan ffafar fasrrtir qfa- 
qfat fam fas fafan fafa qfat fafifa 

fafcfafa ijwnrfatfafaqwfar fafar sfwt MfaniU r, 
fanr anwfa fart y far fat < -jh ^ ^ rfafat 

fafafa ir? fatfarffa ffar? ffamm t; 

falx w: fafa rnRTT ffaT3 qrt nrnrfappr 

V faj faftRT Tfafa 

«T 5 T: w nl«tni+ faR ^rfafanr, 1947 (1947 
qrri 4 )^tOTTT loqfr^rtfRT (1) % w («r) jrcr 
y wfafaf’prsfar giT %txpet ^<^11 
w fa'll 4 'Tn 'j'Ki rrRjfaq^r ottt 7"^ % 

rrrrn: ! 5 ft 3 ftfar rrfax^ (rfan 1), aw 

w^rfajm % faj fafaid yfa ^1 

“w ^Twrrfr, fam't <r srfa ^ t fafal ' 1 
% qnfau Hfrww, 1971 q?r ^RtTitr^r 
16 fwRT, 1971 ^ q^fr srk ^=?- 

16 farnW, 1971 

% far^ ^fat <t wjl qft % fax[ qfrf 
arfan: m % fr^n: |? qfa ^r, ^ ^<fa stftx 
w | ? 

[to 1 ^/ 201 2 / 190-t?roSTrco-2] 


S.O. 816. — ^Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial disputo exists between the 
employers in relation to the Chief Agent, Messrs Ori- 
ental Coal Company Limited, Post Office Bhowra, 
District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of 
the matters specified in t'he Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the sold dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confer- 
red by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7 A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Bhowra 
(N), Bhowra (S), Amlabad, Pootkee, Kanka- 
nee, Badjna and Madhuband Collieries of 
Messrs Oriental Coal Company Limited, Cen- 
tral Office Bhowra, Post Office Bhowra, Dis- 
trict Dhanbad in refusing sick leave wages 
for the 1st day of sickness to the concenied 
workmen vide letter No. Ad/67/6718-40, dat- 
ed the 26th August, 1970 is justified? If not, 
to what relief are the workmen concerned 
entitled?” 


[No. L/2012/173/71-LRIL] 
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TTTo STTo 8 1 6 . — TO.' %^T fRER T^j TFT | fa 

totto »T^q^t T fafafee faroi tjto faE 

'ti l f<u.3 w qfar ertT faftro, toeet efrt, faro 
TOTTT E ETOT # *Rf5 fTORfaf TOfr TO% TOTERf 
E FT eVIFtE fTOTE |; 

WE TO: EERt TOER TFT faTOT Ft ^rnTpTofq^r 
Efal fc^froETOr toshEt TOiEft $; 

«Tcr: TO 5 !TVcftfE^ EfafaRT, 1947 ( 1947 

ET 14 ) qfttJTTT 10 ^TTWra (l) %’ST'S (e) TRT 

sr^rT wf^crET EnrotEETO gE ErftE tor utojrt 
3 TO fETFT Et TTO EfiirfEEE ET ERT 7 -E % TOtE 
Efcr E^ ffCER EfatfEE EftTTR°T (WI l), 
EFTEFT 'Ft ^TrEfNfT % faffaE E<.dl ft I 

“TOT TEE 5frfw3T EFT EPTEf fafTOY ET 
tort (i^e), erto (e,e ) , TOETETE, ’JEET, 
toee-It, tototto eTt eejto? EtfroRf 
ETOTOHETEr TO TMT^/ 67 / 6718 ' 40 , 
cTT^lrTO 26 TOTO, 1970 TFT TOEfalE 

E#ERf eT TETRI' % fro % farT 
sffard eT ^ E^ to^ET tot tt tor tot 
ET TOTOTfT TOTEtfro eT ? Efa e^T, TO 
TTOfTTO E*fal< fatf EJEtE % fFWK 

? 

[ewt — 2 o 1 2/ 1 73/7 1 — tjeoer 2] 


New Delhi, the 24 th December , 1971 

S.0. 817. — Whereas the Central Governmnt is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Real 
Kajora Colliery, Post Office Kajoragram, District Bur- 
dwan and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section Cl), of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act 

Schedule 

‘Whether the action of the management of Heal 
Kajora Colliery, Post Office Kajoragram, Dis- 
trict Burdwan in refusing the employment to 
Sarvashri Sheomurat Harijan and Kaleswar 
Hariian, Loaders is in accordance with the 
provisions of clauses b(iii) and b(iv) of the 
Award of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal, Calcutta in Reference Number 35 
of 1970, and if not to what relief are the 
workmen entitled to?” 

[No. L/1912/59/7MJUI0 


E$ foror, 24 fcrrTOZ 1971 


TO° WTo 817. — TO: TOTTE TRER TO TFT $fa 

TOT tttto srjfEr *T fafrfor froEr E er ir tiro 

EERfErfaRE TOE TO EERTETE, faTOETOTE 4/ TORT 
% TORS' fTTRTO eYt TOT EEERT E ETE FE *fcrtfEE 

fTOK Etoto t ; 


RE To: TOTOE TRER TTO fTOK TO TORTETOT 
e fro faffiro etot trETe eesttV | ; 


to; to eHTTIee fwT rEEto, 1947 

( 1947 ET 14) Et ERT 10 Ef TTORT ( 1 ) E‘ 
to (e) TRT TORT EfroTO To TOTlE ETO |<t, ETOE 
TOCER'^a^IRTTro EtK ET TTO rEEto eT ERT 
7-EE TOE EfeE TfT^fTEE rEeft,etortt eT tote- 
fTOTO v EE Effiro ERfr $ 1 


TOqEr 

“TOT flTO ERR' eTEi'^ET, .TTEEt EREnJTT, 

fmr sEtot e ttot Tto eT TrWt EmT^ro 

re To Err gfTOR, TORTT ET EaiTO % fTO VER 
ETT Et ETTOT^r 197 0 E E^E TTTOT 35 T TOEt 
TOCER REWiE rEtETE, EREtTT E TER E TO *T 
(ui) ^tEto (iv) E VETOf E ’EJER^; «tEtEc T<T, 
TO e4fTT fETT «T^T>T E TTETR f ? 

[RTOT T$i- 1 9 1 2/ 5 9/ 7 l-^o WTR«] 


New Delhi t the 3rd January, 1972 

S,0 818. — Whreas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between tho 
employers in relation to the management of Umrer 
Colliery of National Coal Development Corporation, 
Post Office Umerer Project, District Nagpur and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the sadd dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Labour Court, Nag- 
pur, constituted under section 7 of the said Act. 

Schedule 

‘Whether the action of the management of Umrer 
Colliery of National Coal Development Cor- 
poration, Post Office, Umrer Project, District 
Nagpur in stopping from work Shri Doma, 
Cat^gory-I worker, with effect from the 3rd 
May, 1970, is justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?” 

[No. 5/27/70-LRIL] 
BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy* 
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^ feff, 3 1972 

*T° 8 18 — 1RT: fofcr TOTR qrt TIR & 

i% *3% TTTR5 % fafafosj fTTq-'f % % 

fttf RTR'TftiTR - ^ qjtfgRRV, 

^fi^ 7 . f^r^rr rh^t % jnrer % tpr? 

fTTTf^rfff qrVCTT% TTTR’f % TRT TRT f%RK 

fiUPTHT $ J 

*fR srt: rtrtr trt fornr *mrfaof*RT 

% ftr2r ftpfw rrrt sftvHVir qmft | ; 

<Trr:, *r, qWfw f«RT3r srfafRRR, 1947 (1947 
vr 14 ) ^ stitt 10 ^ TTsnrr ( 1 ) % fts (*t) 
cm srtt vrfFarff rtf smtRRR^ gq, %?sto trrtr 

qR^TRT TW fsHTR sfft STfETfRRT ft STRT 7-T 

% wsftT jrfer %RfTR *R4 fr «ht fririhr, rttit: 

«TROrofiriT % ftp! f^fijRT wt I I 

"wrt <eV nwft q r r g f ftm.r vtfrprft, 

imr sr^rc, fw rhtjt % sr*?s ft, 

ff^t-1% vtfvR-sft I'm ^fr 3 *T$, 1970 % TTr 

% ftftf ft isnsfsrr^ arnfrf^m $ ? tft vjJtr 

fw *r^n<f tt ^kr $ ?” 

[%WT 5 / 27 / 70 -q^o WTTo 2 ] 

(*TH*!T ffflj) 

im sf^r 1 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
ORDERS 

New Delhi , the 22nd January 1972 

S.O. 819. — Whereas the Industrial dispute specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed is pending before the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Delhi; 

And whereas the Union concerned in the dispute has 
requested the Central Government for the transfer of 
the case from Delhi to Chandigarh; 

And whereas the Central Government considers the 
request as reasonable; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7 A, and subjection (1) of section 33B of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial 
Tribunal with Shri P. P. R. Sawhney aa the Presiding 
Officer, with headquarters at Chandigarh, withdraws 
the proceedings in relation to the said dispute pending 
before the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Delhi, and transfers the same to the Industrial Tribun- 
al co^e+ituted with Shri P. P, R. Sawhney as Presid- 
ing Officer thereof and directs that the said Tribunal 
shall proceed with the said proceedings from the stage 
at which they are transferred to it and dispose of the 
same according to law, 


Schedule 


Parties to the dispute Order No. and S.O, No, of 

date Gazette and year 
of publication. 


The Central Bank of India L. 12012 / 26 / 71 — 5336/71 

and their workmen. LRIII dated the 

2 ist October, 1971 

[No. L. 12012/20/71-LRIIL] 

(«**r f*wrn) 

snireT 

fff 22 SFERt, 1972 

VT° TJT°81 9 TT: TTT'TT 

tfa flPre fore Wnr-jRyR ?rtefrf*nR stFsrrjt, % 

*nm $ i 

xfk farrc % wftnr ft* % trtr % rtr% 
ft % rtr? 5TRrft<r rrr % fcrq Prtrr fw 1 1 

ft*. W: TOR % fW % STPfar ^RT^T 

I I 

TOT, TOT, fwr ?rf*rfRRR, 1947 (1947 

14) ft ffRT 33 13 ft /'dMUKI ( l) «fR STRT 7R? IRT 

RRtT WpRRff RR RR>T RR% §q %RfRr RTRFR qR^ffRT 

sfhsftfw ! mIctiTW ft ft* 

'ftpWR 0 P^i % ql^ii, Hfia 

JfRrft | ftK 3*RT fam % RsffsET TlW ft %^T 

tor srfawr, tarot' % w ^fRTO«fr ( 

sfr "ft o *ft J 5TR o RT^ft 'fliitfM «fy<M Cl % <ifei wtifl- 

fw irftjT'RT ^ !RTfT?r | sflr | j <r 

HTWETR epi^lRpff 'R 5HRT % ^41^ RT^IT 

W%^TTJ?rRfHT- 

TRnrr | 


4 


ftrrc topr 

RRRT TRRT TRTT9T ^ fR° ITT 0 

sfR (eNTT ftx RRRTfPT Ti 


qH’ 0 — 1 2012/26/71 

5336/71 

?TRT TR% 

q?roTOT° IIIcrrtRr 21 


*nfaR 

5PT^T 1971 



[%o 12012 / 26/71 qn *tr 3 ] 


Netn Delhi, the 8 th February 1972 

S.O. 820. — Whereas a vacancy has occurfed in 
the office of the presiding officer of the Labour Court 
with headquarters at Bhubaneshwar, constituted by the 
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notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour and Employment* No. S.O. 1571, dated the 
31st May, 1963; 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of the provisions of 
section 8 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
Pitamber Jena as the presiding officer of the Labour 
Court constituted as aforesaid. 

[No. F. S. 11025/34/71-LR.I.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

f£ fc#, 8 WTCfr, 1972 

ot® m«82o w: fttf ffftt % ^ sfft tTCftt; 

f« w° mo 1571 Frtffa 31 Ff , 
1963 5TTT FfeF WT f%FW ’JWTHF t 

#r FfFWff w w I\ti *1 *) 1 ^ ; 

mr:, wr, sfRfrPPF fw? Fftrfwr, 1947 (1947 
w 1 4) 'ft fkt 8 % F'Fhff Jr, ffftc 

i^ai<r 'fid ih < ■ Tt FT'fw if FfeF mr tctct- 

*TC w FfFwfr Prow wft | 1 

[F° <F® qffo 1 102S/34/71-t^o fit® 1 ] 
HF° ijf® f|?t,ftff, fw Ffa* 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
(Office of the Chief Labour Commissioner) 
ORDER 

New Delhi , the 14 th December, 1971 

S.O. 821.— Whereas an application has been made 
under section 19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Act, 1905 
by Messrs Jaipur Udyog Limited (employer) In relation 
to their establishments mentioned in tte Schedule below 
for extension of the period for the payment of bonua 
to their employees for the accounting year ending on 
31st March, 197L 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient 
reasons to extend the time I have, in exercise of the 
powers conferred on me by the proviso to clause (b) of 
Section 19 of the said Act, read with the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. WB.20(42)/65 dated the 28th 
August, 1965, passed order on 10th December, 1971 
extending the period for payment of the said bonus by 
the said employer by 3 months (he,, up to 29th February 
1972) from the last date for payment of bonus under 
clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act. 

Now this is published for Information of the employer 
and all the employees of the said establishment. 

The Schedule 


N-me and address of the Establishment (9) 

employer (s) 

M/s, Jaipur Udhog Ltd.* The Jaipur Udyog Ltd., 

S ihu Nag ir Snwaimadhopur P.O.Phallodlquarry., Dls tt . 

(Western Railway) SawaimadhopurCRaJasthen) 


[No. BA-0 (17) /71-L5-I-] 

O. VENKATACHALAM, 
Chief Labour Commissioner (Central)-, 


1972/PHALGUNA 14, 1893 


( «nr famu) 

[ijsn «nr w wFfcrF] 

FTWT 

ft'WV, 1 4 frFTCT, ,i97i 
Wo FT° 8 21. — JRT: Jpff# 'SPTJT 35TTC 

F *Ft if FfrcF sct# wmt % 

FRW if 31-3-71 'Ft FFPF {(ft FPT ^TT W % fatr 
FF# wNTf^ff ?Ft FtFF % F5TC *tft WM’ltflF Jfft WK 

% fwj afafFtfriF FfarfFFF, 1965 *f# fttt 19 (f) 

% FsftF ftcw fw § 1 

^ ^ 9d * 9F) fftctf?>ft# m ^ Pt> 1 ^ 

Wf’TT WTF f, if# FRF F7+K % FF Fh: T WTTT F«T- 
ff ^ Ffa^FFr f® ’ft® - 20 ( 42 ) / 65 flrrcfa 

28 SHTCF, 1965 $ FTC Ff#F 3W Ffaf#FF FRT 
19%^? (f) %q7^F FfWFf W spfTC 

W# 10-12-71 ^WfnFfoPFim FW FTCF $ 
tfsrciFftWFTCfsr Tt FfirfFFF ^ft FrTr 19 $ ^r(^) 
VETC FTCF* FTTC ^t 

29-2-1972 ?PF) FfT# W Fl^T £ fWT | I 

Prctwp F#t wfVrfrcf 

grcrc % f^T ftrcr ftct ^ 1 



W FTC WT Fqrrc 

aTFJTFFtFfFo Tt® 

irc^f 3TC3T FFtF %0 FT$ FFT, WiW «TCTft, fWT 
FWf (#0 tF#) FFTf FTCtgr;, 

[Fo Ft^-6( 17)/7l-iy5r «JF-l] 
Ft® 

iJW STPJW (^?jftF) I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

(CMflce of the Chief Labour Commissioner) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd February 1972 

S.O. 822. — Whereas an application haa been made 
under section 19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Act, 1905, 
by Messr^ Tlmblo Private Ltd., (employer) in relation 
to their establishments mentioned in the Schedule below 
for extension of the period for the payment of bonus 
to their employees for the accounting year ending on 
31st March. 1971. 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient 
reasons to extend the time I have, in exercise of the 
powers' conferred on me by the proviso to clause (b) 
of Section 19 of the said Act, read with the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
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And Employment No. WB, 20(42) /65 dated the 28th 
August, 1905, passed order on 12th January, 1&72, ex- 
tending the period for payment of the said bonus by 
the said employer by 2 months (i.e. up to 31st January, 
1972), from the last date for payment of bonus under 
clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act 

Now this is published for Information of the em- 
ployer and all the employees of the said establishment. 

The Schedule 

Name and address of Establishment fs) 

the employer(s), 

M/s. Timblo Private Ltd., Dignem Mines, Pale Mines, 
Margao, Goa. Codli Mines, Curchorem 

Office, Verlem Mines, 
Salginim Mines. 

[No. BA-6 (22) / 7 1-LSI.] 

(hr whe tTOrtt Mm) 

*smr vejrr (faifta <ft TObi)] 

wrkr 

R$ feTO, 3 RTTRTO 1 97 2 

822 . — fm<> (fMte) 

^ -fr% TO TOM RTO RTTRRT T RRR Sr 3 1-3-197 1 

TO rrfr ?h rtr R^ar TO t f^fiT RMrferf TO 
TOrr ^ rttr TO ^irrrcfR to ir?TT % fkT Rtrr to 
RfsTfRRR, 19 65 TO RRT 19 (’ 3 T) % rTOr rpM fen 
1 1 

Rk to: m rrtrtr ?t rt fe to rjTO % M 
Rirfcr trr f , rrr rttot t rr srk tTrrr rrtrr 
TOR fe’jRRrRo TO-2o(42)/65, riTO? 28 rrtr, 
1965 % rtr TOTO rrr HfafRRR TO RRr 19 % rpr 

(r) % T<T§R? 1RJ RR RTTT TOTOtT TO RRk TOR fH 

12-1-1972 TO ferkR irtr rrr TOrr % TOtr 

TO ^r^rmfsr TO srfefem TO strt 1 9 % (rt) % hTOr 

TOrr % rrtr nfe wfer rtTOu % TO r^TO (rTOr 
31-1-1972 rrt) rtor to rtTOt £ knr | 1 

rr rrr ptttr % Mkr^ nk rrt TObrrfeff TO 

t^t-tt % fan Tnrfnn fron ^rnr t 1 


faffoW/felto (ft TO TOT RRTRR 

nk rrt 


rrr fersfr rto fcrfRRr, fern ri^rt, tot rttot, 
rtriTO, TOrt TOyTO rtsto, toTOtr 

TPT?RR, RTr^R RTTOT, 

rsTOTOr rt^jr i 


S.O. 823. — Where a* an application has been made 
under section 19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Act 
1965 by Messrs Organisation for the Management of 
Coking Coal Mines (employer) in relation to their 
establishments mentioned in the Schedule below for 
extension of the period for the payment of bonu3 to 
their employees for the accounting year ending on 
March/ April 1971. 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient 
reasons to extend the time 1 have, in exercise of the 
powers conferred on me by the proviso to clause (b) 
of Section 19 of the said Act, read with the notification 
of the Government pf India in the Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. WB. 20 (42)/ 65 dated the 28th 
August, 1965, passed order on 11th January, 1972, 
extending the period for payment of the said bonus by 
the said employer by minimum 'Of 4 months (be. up to 
31 March 1972) from the last date tor payment of 
bonus under clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act. 

Now this is published for information of the employer 
and all the employees of the said establishment. 

The Schedule 


Name and address of 

Establishment (e) 

the employer (s) 


Organisation for the 
Management of Coling 

213 Collieries 

Coal Mines, P, O. Sijua, 
Dlstt. Dhanbad (Bihar). 



[No. BA-8(23)/71-LS,I.] 


HR° wk 82 3- — RTO? TOfTOr Tor rtrr 
RTOntR (fefWTV) R TO% TO R TOM RTT' 

rTO % RTOI if RTR/RRR, 19 71 TO RRRR TO% R1R RRT 
RR RT fRR Vh* 1 ^fenferf TO TORR RTOT k TORI 9 PtT 
M TOTR TfeR wfekTO, 1965 RT RRT 

i9(r) ^ wfk vrrfer ferr | i 

Rk TO: Rf RRTTOT ft RIR TO fe RRR ^ feir 
TOfe TORT f, Rr RRR TRTR R TOT R^T TOTOR RTrRR 
RRj^RRT TT° ^j;3jt-20(42)/65, TOffe 28 RRTO, 
1 9 6 5 ^ RIR RfeR RTO RfefeTR ^ RRT 1 9 ^ UTO 
(R ) R TRTO JRT JJR ST TOT Rfefef TO RTTR TOR 
1 1-1- 1 97 2 TO RTO fRRT'TO SRT RTO TlTOT % TOTRT 

TO rirpTOj TO R’firfeiR TO rrt i 9 % ’tit (17) % rTOr 
TOto % RTOR TO Rffer RRfe % RR Rf.R (TOT R TOT) 
(rrTO 31-3-1972 TO?) TO RTTOT ^ felT | I 

RR ?R TOR ?RTRR % fTOlTO TOt rTO TOTTOfeff TO 
grorr % fTOr sroTfeR feRT sttrt | 1 

r^TO 

fRRkrT/f-TRTOTO TO RTR FRTTOf 

TOt tot 


R’tTRRRRWR TOT TO R^TOTR 2 13 TOrfe^ 

RRK TOM TOtt RT?m, 
rT<> fHTOrr, kfRT itortr 
(Mit) 


[Ro Too ^5(3Q)/71-q>Ro tr^r-U. 


[Ro To lJ-6(22)/7H£R HR-1.] 
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New Delhi y the 8 th February 1972 

S.O. 824. — Whereas an application has been made 
under section 19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Act, 
1965 by Messrs Tiffin’s Barytes, Asbestos & Paints 
Ltd., (employer) in relation to their establishments 
mentioned in the Schedule below tor extension of the 
period for the payment of bonus to their employees for 
the accounting year ending on 31st March, 1971. 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient 
reasons to extend the time I have, in exercise of the 
powers conferred on me by the proviso to clause (b) 
of Section 19 of the said Act, read with the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. WB. 20(42)/65, dated the 28th 
August, 1965, passed order on 14th January, 1972 ex- 
tending the period for payment of the said bonus by 
the said employer by 2 months (i.e. up to 31st January, 
1972) from the last date for payment of bonus under 
clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act. 

Now this is published for information of the employ- 
er and all the employees of the said establishment. 

The Schedule 


Name and address of the employers Establishment^) 


M/s- Tiffins Barytesj Asbcators and Mines at Puljvendla and 
Paints Ltd. ? Andhra Chamber Mines and Office at Bellary 
Bud ting, 272/2731 AngappaNaickSt. 

P. B, No. 73 * Madras. 


[BA-8 (23) /71-LS.I.] 
R. J. T. D’MELLO, 

Chief Labour Commissioner (Central). 


3$ 8 1972 

VToSTTo 82 4- — 33: 

fao (f^ffrnrr) % 

%■ *rst 3r 31 - 3-1971 qrr 

31 % 1 % Rl (' 5pT% ^ % 

^51*1 qrt % f<4l* 3*33 

*rfaf^nr 1965 ETRJ 19 (lsr) % STlffr ?n^T folT | I 

®fk zrt: ^ 33rtn3 <r fa m 3 $t% % fair 
qsrfa f 3R?r *rvk % y*r sftr %w< tot 
tot 3®^ro sh - — 2o( 42 ) /es errfor 28 
uw 1965 % 373 qfer 333 nfePm tfr mtr 19 % 
(w) % aro sRfr mfaPTf «pr sraTr qrrt 

§TT 14-l-1972^^M^3KT3WWrrff % 33PT 

qf* 'pmRfEr qfr srfkfwr # skt 19 % errs- (g-) 

31-1-72 

3*F) 353% 3T 5TT^7T % fen I I 

*73 3^3 yrvfr ifnfarfarf qft 

% fHl* f%3T 3T3T i| I 






qrf 3R qgr 


jjfT# fefoT'T it or it r 

'tsq f^ro, mw 

q-> iTTfaq IT3 

272/ 273, mill fa 'fto 


3i'o 30 73 , ^rinr 1 



^-6(23) 71-^-^ffc l] 
(?TRo %o aflo 
3153 33 ?riwr 1 


(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi , the 8th December 1971 

S.O. 825, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section (2) of Section 16 of the Dis- 
placed Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Ac3^ 
1954, the Central Government hereby appoints for the 
Union Territory of Delhi, Shri P. N. Oberoi, Managing 
Officer in the office of Regional Settlement Commis- 
sioner (Central), New Delhi as Managing Officer for the 
custody, management and disposal of Compensation 
Pool properties with immediate effect, 

[No. 7(10)/AGZ/64.] 

(<j3**3-fV»TT3 ) 

(ijw *»*>!?* irajm qntrfom) 

3| s fafTTqR i',9 7 1 

^0 82 5 — fafTrf'Ter sq-far (srfaq>rc 3 *rr 

<j3*r3 ) ’qfafwT i954q%3RT ie 4%39URr ( 2 ) sft 

’J'JJ (it ) ^ 333 tnfsfcPTf 73 W'in qR3 J3 3TqrR 

srr^ftrfr (%sfTr) wrfaq, 3$ fr^fr % 

331=3 sTfET-TTr^ sft 3>7R3 qft 33 wrfwr 

% ftp? 33RRf* 3‘igr q-fd- oTfr faWT ^rrft f 

t rrsrnnrr qrr nf*mTr, 3^3 f?nr- 

3T T r 4R 

[ffo 7(lo)/<75fr ^?/64.] 

S.O. 826. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the Administration of 
Evacuee Property Act, 1950, the Central Government 
hereby appoints for the Union Territory of Delhi, Shri 
P. N. Oberoi, Managing Officer in the office of the 
Regional Settlement Commissioner (Central), New Delhi 
as Assistant Custodian of Evacuee Property for the 
purpose of discharging the duties assigned to such 
Asstl. Custodian by or under the said Act, with lm 
mediate effect. 


[No. 7/ 1O/AGZ/04.] 



Sec. 3(ti)] 


THE GAteTrtJ OP iNDtA: MARCH 4, 19?2 /I>HaLGUNA 14. 1893 


lOil 


tJHo Wto 82 6 — faWcT *FTfa 5TUTHR firfSTfaW 
1 95 0 % 6 (l ) sjft 5 RtT HTfafaf 5FT ifafa 

jfrfa, %fam ^rwTT jnlftw srsfPrcgr sjhprt (%^jfPr ) 

TPTfaT, Tf fofat ^sft'fto rTTfo 5ftqTiq- 5n?;sr pfsr^T 'r 

crwn?r ft T*r ^nfer >fai fofar % fast fiffa 7 .^ 

| fnfsp ^ g^r 'prT far t 7 , *rfa far g 
wfaf^TJT % sptftt ?t|rt srifamT faT? faffar farif 7 ?! 
ffafaitf' | I 

|fa° 7 /( 10 ) /^ 5 ft ir^/64] 

New Delhi, the 16th December 1971 

S.O* 827. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the Administration of 
Evacuee Property Act 1950, the Central Government 
hereby appoints for the State of U.P., Shri Madan Lai, 
Asstt, Settlement Officer at Lucknow under the Regional 
Settlement Commissioner (Central), New Delhi as Asstt, 
Custodian of Evacuee Property for the purpose of dis- 
charging the duties assigned to such officer by or under 
the said Act, with immediate effect. 

[No. 8(07)/AGZ/64.] 
^ fafat, 1 6 fc^ar 7 ' 19 71 

W>o 8 2 7 — faster HHpd STfafwT 

195 0%u«t (i) irrffarfaf wrr 

gt i % 7 ift 7 r *k-*>k str sr^r V5T fa faq ^nfatw 

JfrprfOT (fa^rffa)^ fefat fa srftnprd 

fat 5m fat ffrqfa srffaWP <?PT63> 

EWTCT tjt ^ Rlffa fa gg" TPf? fat TT w fat 

gqrm firffaffanr fa imfaa- wrc fa $• srftraiftfaf 
% far* ffasfffar Mr f i 

[fao 8 (67) / iro fato far/ 64] 

New Delhi, the 27 th December 1971 

S.O. 828. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section 2 of Section 16 of Displaced 
Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 
of 1954), the Central Government hereby appoints for 
the State of Uttar Pradesh, Shri B, N. Shukla, Asstt, 
Settlement Officer at Lucknow in the office of the 
Regional Settlement Commissioner (Central), New 
Delhi, as Managing Officer for the custody, management 
and disposal of Compensation Pool, 

[No. F/F.8/249/ARG/62.] 
Tfffa?fat, 27 f^rarr 1971 

fato 82 8. — fapmffar wrffar (jffcT V 7 T*TT 

5 7 T 7 T < RT ) 'CrfKrf 7 T 7 T*T, 1954 (l 954 557 44) fat STR 16, 

gram (2 ) % 5JH3 (rr ) SRtT lffffa?lfat rafara W 

g<r %?ofrcr srrfaffafr sinjra TTfami (fajfarr) 

% fafa^ifr fat fat o tt^-o fat 

jft W'sra; % ffafa Trftj^rrfr ffaqr f grffa fa 
TTT^rir srsra rar foram sr 7- *rfa, far Tfagrr fakr fa 
wiffant i 

[fa« fat/irifiofao 8/249/H 5 ft/ 6 2.] 


5.0, 829— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the Administration of 
Evacuee Property Act, 1950, the Central Government 
hereby appoints for the State of Uttar Pradesh, Shri 
B. N, Shukla, Assistant Settlement Officer at Lucknow 
in the office of Regional Settlement Commissioner 
(Central), New Delhi as Assistant Custodian of Evacuee 
Property for the purpose of discharging the duties 
assigned to such officers by or under the said Act with 
immediate effect. 

[No. P/F. 8/249/ ARG/ 62.] 

faTo Wfo 82 9- — ffa^f^ fiTqffa (SRlTtlT) ^fafaTR 

1950yfErT<r 6 3TOTTT (l)sffJRTT SlfecPTf TT TTt’T 
(iFato ?t^r: gffT sr^r w % sri^fxw 
T'Tl^frf ( ?ri f^wfl % 

Wfa^Kt WWtt %, «rf Tfo rrq-o apt 

T^frT ■qfvr 7 ;!^ f^pifcT | ?rrf^ t m wif 

5ft ; f fair grciw % w? 

fTOnkrT | i 

[rfo Tt/l^s Jo 8/249/C50 ?TK° 5fto/6 2] 

New Delhi, the 28 th December 1971 

5.0. 830. — In exercise of the powers conferred on 
me by sub-section (3) of Section 34 of the Displaced 
Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 
(44 of 1954), I, Janki Nath, Settlement Commissioner 
nereby delegate my powers to Shri M. P, Misra, Settle- 
ment Officer in this office to hear appeal under Section 
22 of the said Act. 

[No. 6(2) AGZ/ 64.] 

firfar 2,8 1971 

<fao ffto 83 0.-fT^rpTi5 aTf^(srrcR?R: T41 ^fa) 
trfarfaini 1954 (1954 w 44 J ^r'r imr 34 
(j) # wfarrr fat ^ sttTt -frfa 

ft 5fpfaT Tr«r, Tfafa^rr wnp cr, grrt^T ?rfafwr rt 
sTT-fr ^rfterfa ^rr % fa tR 0 tto fa^r, 

Tt 5r^T?T «fvf3T g cTffa t g T TTl J W VT 

firm 22 % STTfa ^ ffa I 

[Wf 6 ( 2 ) t J ^y/( 64 )] 

New Delhi , the 29 th December 1971 

S.O. 831. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (i) of Section 3 of the Displaced Persons 
(Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (No. 44 
of 1954), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
M. B, Bhalla, Assistant Settlement Officer In the Office 
of the Chief Settlement Commissioner as Settlement 
Officer for the purpose of performing the functions 
assigned to such officer, by or under the said Act in 
respect of Compensation and Rehabilitation Grant 
Applications filed in the erstwhile regions of Bombay 
and Nagpur, with immediate effect. 

[No, P/F.8/53/AGZ/ 
Ttfafat, 29 197 1 

831 — ffa 7 ! [fr-7 sqfaT (5Tf?m rpTT ‘J^faFT ) 
srfafwr 1954 ( 1954 *77 44) % 3 % RT- 

( i ) # mrw ijifafaT srfam 4mr jit 
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WtJW *FPT??PT % fl^R*? «I^4W 

vjryyft %t 3% ^'tsrtt iq ftr- 

vrd faiper vqfV $ Rrf% # ’ruff r>x r% ^ft ?r 

TT % *RT TTftPfrrfVtfT % % <TTTT ITT OT% 

ijstrrt ott g^Rfa sfjtr wrjr qsflr % ^ if 
ifr f% jt&t srssrf (Rt t tpr «r i 

[r° tV/h^o 8 / 53 / n ^rtiff/04] 

New Delhi , the 31st December 1971 

S.O. 832. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 5 of the Administration of Evacuee Property 
Act, 1950 (31 of 1950) f the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri G. C. Mogha as the Custodian General of 
Evacuee Property for the purpose of performing the 
functions assigned to such Custodian General by or 
under the said Act with immediate effect. 

[No. 5(4) /Admn. ir/72.] 

fr~fr, 31 fortip:, 1971 

qno wV 833. — f^ ( ^ ; ffRf%m^^jfirW1950 

( 1950 % 31 ) %irnr 5 %t srrw ’ft irR tror 
JtT %T3TtT RWr Nt $t<o ?ft TftHT %T 5THFT 3 

. TFTfc *RTlfTTiiFfr t ^Tcft $ dTf% # 3R WTt %t 

^ft f% % <rc % f^rtr fartnfR | rt 

% iFrnffr f i 

[TRqT 5 (4)/^fR^ 11/72] 

S.O. 833. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (1) of Section 3 of the Displaced Persons 
(Claims) Supplementary Act, 1954 (No. 12 of 1954), 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri G. C. 
Mogha as Chief Settlement Commissioner for the pur- 
pose of performing the functions assigned to such Chief 
Settlement Commissioner by or under the said Act with 
immediate effect. 

[No. 5 (4) /Admn. 11/71.] 
q^To 83 3 — TPTT ) SlfED 

5m 1954 (1954 % 12; %[ «TTTT 3 ( 1 ) %V 

JTaTrT wriwft ®PT SRR gir %rjfR RTTFR >sft sfto Tffo 
rTtt %t 5 t*th tot 

Rif% ^ w rstrpr « % rs % fat; RT WRf 
«rf(jfm % st^cptr fasrffTR ^ r% i 

[*r° s ( 4 ) q r fTr^T-II/ 7 1] 

S.O. 834. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section. (1) of Section 3 of fne Displaced Persons 
(Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 
1954), the Central Government hereby appoints Shr* 
G. C. Mogha as Chief Settlement Commissioner for the 
purpose of performing the functions assigned to such 
Chief Settlement Commissioner by or under the said 
Act with immediate effect. 

[No. 5(4) /Admn. 11/72. j 

qtfo *Tt O 8 3 4 — s#f?r (t^STFRIT R*TT 

1 954 ( 1 954 % 44) WfatWff TTT SPfPT 

jpTTT jq %vj5 t rwtc «ft %t wft ’jw 

WI^RT t cTTf%^ WWl ^ R% 


ijot % finr r irftfm 

% 5nr?fer $ i 

[wwr 5 ( 4 ) iti5r/72] 

New Delhi , the 5th January 1972 

S.O. 835. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (1) of Section 3 of the Displaced Persons 
(Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 
1954), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
N* V. Sundara Raman, Joint Secretary in the Ministry 
of Labour and Rehabilitation (Deptt. of Rehabilitation) 
as Chief Settlement Commissioner for the purpose of 
performing the functions assigned to such Chief Settle- 
ment Commissioner by or under the said Act with 
immediate effect. 

[No. 5 (4) /Admn. II/ 72.] 
5 19 7 2 

835 — (qt^lPHci (4JITI W cPTT 3"4TRT) 

srfafm 1954 (1954% 44) 

^ %^r wmx sft it^o ^to griT m, *npcr wf^r, 
’str «rk grqiy wm (gifm fwrn') jptft 

%r jjw 5rpjT?r ^ ^ mf 

%t qft ijw 'Err^w %t?% fair twIw 

?rWm % f 1 

[%wr 5(4) /cryfiR II/72] 

S.O. 836. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (1) pf Section 3 of the Displaced Persons 
(Claims) Supplementary Act, 1954 (No. 12 of 1954), 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri N. V, 
Sundara Raman, Joint Secretary in the Ministry oi 
Labour and Rehabilitation (Deptt. of Rehabilitation) aa 
Chief Settlement Commissioner for the, purpose of per- 
forming the functions assigned to such Chief Settle- 
ment Commissioner by or under the said Act with 
Immediate effect, 

[No. 5(4) /Admn, 11/71. J 

qg-o 8 3 6-f%f*nfrcr «rf%r (trt) trfa- 

1954 (1954% 12) %tErm 3 STWRrDtft 

5RTT vrfwjff S?T JrVt JtT , %VsflJT tr^o ^ o 

5TR TrsrT jf 7TTT WT^TZT ('1,^W 
fwnr) %T cWI<?f 5T*TR 1 J^T wr^fcT fq^RT^ft 

f fnf% ’jot % w % ftrq ^rr 

wfBrfN^nr % srRFfa l^fyTP<d tr i 

[HWT 5 ( 4 ) 11/72] 

S.O. 837. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 5 of the Administration of Evacuee Property 
Act, 1950 (31 of 1950), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri N. V. Sundara Raman, Joint Secretary, 
Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (Deptt. ol 
Rehab ) as the Custodian General of Evacuee Property, 
lor the purpose of performing the functions assigned 
to such Custodian General by or under the said Act 
with Immediate effect. 


[No. 6 (4) /Admn. II/72.1 
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qtfo 8 37. — fai l' d ' flPrTrr SPnEFT STfafTTR 
1950 (1950% 31) £ 'ffFT 5T^fT wfelTf ^T5T#T 
gtr «Tt>i < 55ft 1^1 0 ^TT-T^nT 

«snr ?m 'jffsmr #rtt fwrr) «pf wtot sthtt 

petPt E^nfr^wP fojw $ prfp 3 tt petT 

Pt PT Pt fp TT ^fc lSTP % 'TT % ftrr fp-erifVeT | PTT 
TqTtPT pfafPHT % SRrffT 1 1 

[tf° 5(4)/qifor/72] 

New Delhi, the 4th February 1972 

S.O. 838, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (1) of Section 3 of the Displaced Persons 
(Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act. 1954 (44 of 
1954) the Central Government hereby appoints Superin- 
tendent (Gazetted) in the Rehabilitation Department 
of the Punjab Government as Managing Officer for the 
purpose of performing, in addition to his own duties 
as Superintendent (Gazetted) the functions assigned to 
a Managing Officer by or under the said Act, only for 
the purpose of recovery and deletions of urban and 
rural rental demands in respect of acquired urban and 
rural evacuee properties and urban and rural agricul- 
tural lands forming part of the Compensation pool, 
transferred to the State Government in a "Package 
deal” or under the administrative and financial arrange- 
ments 

[No. 3(2)/L&R/fl&.] 

JANKI NATH, 
Settlement Commissioner 
and Ex-Ofltcio Under Seey. 


4 1972 

<FTo tffo 83 8.-- (yfk^X tPTT 

jwfa) 1954 (1954 *FT 44) $ 3 

( i) ^ snm srlwff ^tt snr>r ^ ^ 

XH&JX faWFT % 

srfsp* rrtt f^pd 1 I $ WFt srfatfftf 
(rmfat r) % $ ^p#T qrt ^ *r> gw % 

(jin tt snro «rfERn^t % to % 

sftT ffFTK RT3T RK mfif <J«rT 

ATtfK pfa sjfa sft srf^p: *t^r: qn wr t em rrsq- 
tok qft srcrfRf^ r«tt ftvffa % 

V^I'cT ^tdPdfx/i qft *1^ & I 

[tf* 3(2)/(^fo ^WTTo/ 69 .] 

'STPPfTt ^rnr, 

*rr^r ?tot i 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 25th January 1972 

S.O. 839. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India* Banking Department as on the 2iat January, 1972. 


LIABILITIES 


Rs. 


ASSETS 


Rs. 


Capital Paid up 

Reserve Fund 

Nation'll Agricultural Credit (Long-Term 
Operations) Fund . . . 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund . . 

National Industrial Credit (Long-Term 
Operations) Fund ..... 

Deposits: — 

(a) Government: — 

(i} Central Government 

(ii) State Governments 

(b) Banks : — 

fi) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative 

Banks 

(iii) Non- Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks ...... 

(iv) Other Banks .... 

(c) Others 


5,00.00,000 Notes 

1.50.00. 00.000 Rupee Coin 

Small Coin .... 

1.90.00. 00.000 Bills Purchased and Discounted: — 

(aj Internal 
39,00,00,000 (b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 
L3 5,00,00,000 Balances Held Abroad* 


2,29,01,00,000 

6.29.07.000 

^,45,58,73,000 

9.24.03.000 

F 90,08,000 
*44,69,000 
93,74,65,000 


Investments** 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) Central Government .... 

(ii) State Governments© .... 
Loans and Advances to: — 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 
fii) State Co-operative Banksf f 

(iii) Others ...... 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 

Agricultural Credit (Long-Term Operations) 
Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to: — 

(i) State Governments .... 
(n) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures ..... 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


17*75, 46>ooo 

4.08.000 

2.91.000 

1 5.90.13.000 

54.78.69.000 

2,03,39,47*000 

77>93,l5*ooo 


4.68.45.81.000 
i*3L23,75,ooo 

3.04.85.89.000 
3,53,00,000 


42,i9*35,ooo 

21.45.16.000 

10.55.94.000 
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LIABILITIES 


RS, 


ASSETS 


RS, 


Bills Payable 


Other Liabilities 


Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 22,05,37,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Indnstial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 76,17,71,000 

40,44,53,000 (b) Investment in bonds /debentures issued by the 

Development Bank . 


3,46,86,66,000 Other Assets 


41,17,57,000 


Rupees . 1491.53,44,000 


Rupees . 1491,53^44,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrie 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but Including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

■(■Includes Re. 38,20,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4X0) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ftExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


S. JAOANNATHAN, 

Governor. 


Dated the 25th day of January 1972. 


An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934* for the week ended the 2iat day of January 1972 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. Re. ASSETS Rs, Ra, 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 

Total Notes issued 


I7»75>46,ooo 

45,52,52,83,000 

45,70,28,29,* 


Gold Coin and Bullion: — ■ 
(a) Held In India 

(V* Held outside India 

Foreign Securities 

Total 

Rupee Coin 


1*82,53,11,000 

2,25,92*00,000 

4,08,45,11,000 

41.28,11*000 


Government of India Rupee 

Securities . . . 41.20,55,07,00c 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper .... 


Total Liabilities . . 4570,28,29.000 Total Assets . . . 45,70,28.29,000 


S. Jagannathan, 
Governor. 


Dated the 25th day of January 1972. 


fNo. F. 3(3)-BC/72.] 
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fan nfaron 
(IfafF faTFT) 

Tt f^fr, 2 5 TTTtr, 19 7 2 

TToqto 839. — 2 1 TTTTt 19 72 Tt f f T TTT t^TT % tf’fiT farm % ^PTTTFr TT 


*ttpt 

^T-r 

tfifaTTT 


^TT^3ft 

5,0 0,00,000 

tt 

17, 7 5,46*(>0«) 

WTT%3- fafa 

15 0,00,00,000 

W TT ffafTT 

4,08,000 

TFsjfa |lfa T£W 


®tn fapwi 

2,91,000 

(tlTTr^Pr fTTnr ) ffrfsr 

190,00,00, 000 

grfa iffa WT TT fan 


xv^m fftr 


(t) Isfr 

1 5,90,13,00 0 

(ffTCFPTT) fafa 

33,00,00,000 

(1?) fattfV 


TF^tT TTjfrfPT TET 


(t) T T Trfr tttrt fan 

54, 78j 69* 0 00 

(tnTTTTfPT fwq ) fafa 

135,00,00,000 

faint F *<3( ^qT TTTTT* 

203,39,47,000 

WTrftwt :- 


fjTT'FT ** 

77,93,15,000 

(t) htttcV 


TET JlV Tfcm :- 


(i) %Tffan738TT 

229,01,00,000 

(i) %?sfa T^TT 7 <tr 


(ii) TT5T TT.TR 

0,29,07,000 

(ii) n>T T’T'Kf Tl@ 

468, 15,81,0 00 

(&) 


te t vi‘\T nifar ; — 


(1) 4F£jfa?T TTfopRI t' T 

245,58,73,000 

( i ) sTT^far snfrsr «frif 

131,23,75,000 

(ii) sF^jfan ttst 


( ii ) T7JT IHFFT^V tTf Tift 

304,85,89, 000 

T^TT t\ t'T 

9,24,03,000 

(iii) ^m*pt 

3,52,00,000 

(iii) etti 


■yjr^V frfq- S£JT ( ttTEPfT'T f^TT'.r) 


TSTTdf'T 

90,08,000 

fqffj T 4TT (Tk fTTST 


(iv) *FTt'T 

44,03,000 

(t) Tt -7 mflTT : — 




(i) TTiT T^.RT Tt 

4 2, 1 9, 3 5, 0 0 0 



(ii) TrsTT^rKVf^TTi 

21,45, 16,0 00 



( iii ) %TrrT t ¥ r t> 

, « 

(»l) set 

93,7 1,65,000 

( i T) TfflT '*(fiR'9T tTl T fe'TTtr T 

10,55,94,000 



fatur T n^>I vfT TtT (f^thTTW) 




f^rfsT ir =fST sflT «lfHT 7T?T 


Irfan 

40,44,53,000 

TZintr t'fit tt tct <tf)r «tRtt 

22,05,37,000 



TretEr (Thf'ErffT 


«ft farfa 

346, 8 6, 0 0, 0 00 

fTTntjPr'j t 4et, q-firir tit fTt?T 




(t) frprT f : E TT 3TT TR NfOTT 

76, 17,71,000 



(t) frTTT jrr Tfft Ttt Tirf/ 




fs^rti ir fTt?r 




TlfFTTT 

41, 17,5 7, 0 00 

wt 

1491,53,44,000 

TTT 1491,53,44,000 


* inrftrr tot srVt unfiFT t i 

** rifr tet (ftriTTlT f^rrnt) Prftr sflr Tr=jpi ift «c<t (frrETTiT fanm* ) f^rffer if fr frr tt 

®nfrm t^T | i 

@ -T^IT ffT ’COT (flTTratr f^mr) q- TiH Sift SHUT ST fTT Tiff T"^ ZTT TTWG ^ q^TlTV 

5irfR7T $ I 

t #T ott ^frqT Trfferf^rinT # mrr 17(4) (t) t spiIt tiPtht «ff, ^Trfl' fa-ti mt ftr tt 

38,20,00,000 WrwfT^ £ I 

tt vfa (^H'+mV f%rr<j ) f^rfer q-p; TirjiJf yfq- (fartor* t) friti <r 5rT?r tet t't srfirif stiItt ■t^V f 1 
TTH'J : 25 «RTTV, 1972 rrjj 0 TTSTPET, TTT 7 I 
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frrT srftrffpn?', 1 

934 TPJfrCT if 1 972 EffV 2 1 fflfftj fir *F?rTf T fair ^<517 

?3T firffFT 


*rrTfTTt 


5# 

#‘fN*r finmr *f ' 17 , 75 , 46,000 

ffrr tpT faWT 

(t) mffif 

(g-) vmrfc 

182,53,1 1,000 


W iFTff *T 455,52,83,000 

aft? 

225,92,00,000 

408, 45, 1 1,00 

OTlff 

5T?f TT %TFT 


41,28, 1 J,00 

% FT fft? J“ 

4570,28,29,000 ^TCrT fiT+IV: JffT 
STTTTfffljfcPTf 
etctfr r^ffftHT f^T 
«rk 

qrfaw-q?r 


4120,55 07,00 


457 0,28,29, 000 STvT STrfcfrTt 


457 0,2 8,29,' 7 b 

ffirto : 25 1972 


tT^To 



[*To qjo 3(3) /f\° cfY 0/72 . 


New Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S O. 84®- — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department -s on the 28th January, 1972 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 

5300,00,000 

Notes 

18, 16, 55, c 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin 


National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 

190,00,00,000 

Small Coin .... 

Bills Purchased and Discounted ; — 

3,00,0 

Fund ..... 

39,00,00,000 

(a) Internal .... 

18, 62,43,0 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
(Operations) Fund 

135,00,00,000 

( b ) External ...» 

(c) Government Treasury Dills 

Balances Held Abroad* .... 

34,43,91,0 

198,49,86,1 

Deposits : — 

( a ) Government 


Investments** 

Loans and advances to : — 

77,19,24,0 

(0 Central Government. 

183,92,95,000 

(0 Central Government 


(it) State Governments 

7,54,98,000 

(it) State Governments® 

47t,3849A 
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Rs. ASSETS 


Rs. 



Loans and Advances to : — 

(1) Scheduled Commercial Banket 

147,29,30,0 00 

245,70,81,000 

(*0 State Co-operative Bankstt 

301,90,85,000 

10,02,85,000 

(Hi) Others ..... 

3,57,00,000 

83,13,000 

Loans, Advances and investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long 


44,83,000 

Term Operations) Fund 


93*75*13*000 

(a) Loans and Advances to :■ — 

42,18,49,006 

(i) State Governments 

61,07,47,000 


(tt) State Co-operative Banks 

21,24,94,000 

363,96,97,000 


(i«) Central Land Mortgage Banks . 

* . 


(b) Invctment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures .... 

io.5S.94.ooo 


(b) Banks : 

(1) Scheduled Commercial Banks . 
(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banka 

(Hi) Non- Scheduled State Co-opera- 
tive Banks . f . 

(iv) Other Banka 

(c) Others . „ , 

tills Payable t , 

)ther Liabilities 


Rupees 


Loans and Advances from National 
Agricultural 'Credit (Stabilisation) 

Fund 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Banks . 22,02,37,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit p (Long 
Term Operations) Fund 
(a) Loans and Advances to the Develop- 
ment Bank . * . 76,17,71,006 

(1 b ) Investment in bond fi/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 

Other Assets * 42,96,66,000 

1486,29,12,000 Rupees 1486,29,12,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments 'from theJNational Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit(Long Term Opcrations)Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

tlncludes Rs. 65,10,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4X0) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act. 

tfExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the 
National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

S. JAGANNATHAN, 

latcd the 2nd day of February 1972. Governor. 


An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, for the week ended the 28th day of January 1972. 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. 


ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


Notes held on the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 
Total Notes issued 


421,18,49,000 

41*78,00,000 

4092,81,76,0000 


Total 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 


18,16,55,000 

4537*6i,7o,ooo 


Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(a) Held in India , 182,53,11,000 

(b) Held outside India * 

4555*78*25,000 Foreign Securities , 238,65,38,00 


Total Liabilities 4555,78,25,000 Total Assets 4555,78,25,000 


S. Jagannathan, 

Dated the 2nd day of February 1972, > — — Governor. 

[No. F. 3(3)-B.C/ 7 2.] 
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Hi fc?ft, 2 fPfE, 1972 

fT° 5 TT° 840 . — 28 RRRpt, 1972 ftfP 5 lltf PTrf^fjRT % IffR fa*TPT % ffafHN EE faEPf 

ifadfa 

OT 4 

SlfHIIli' 

PEf 

MTOI <jft 

5 , 00 , 00,000 


18 , 16 , 55,000 

prrpffpr f^rfer 

150 , 00 , 00,00 

Pfl fl fPFFFT 

2 , 38,000 

PI^PT ffa EtH (dlRTMld ffREl) 


^feTffTEfT 

3 , 00,000 

faff 

190 , 00 , 00,000 

ifFft ft$ EREt Ef fapT:- 


PE^tT ?rfa W faff) 

39 , 00 , 00,000 

(f) M 

18 , 62 , 43,000 

PF^Et fEftffF RPW (Itfwffa 


(^) fafflt 

* , 

fwtr) faff 

135 , 00 , 00,000 

(e) EPfrft PJfTET faf falff EPEE 

34 , 43 , 91,000 

Tfferr : 


pHEfTEf* 

198 , 49 , 86,000 



falRT** 

77 , 19 , 24,000 

(Ri) PK+IPt 


ETE ftp Efw: — 


(i) ffEiprppop 

183 , 92 , 95,000 

(i) ^ 

* , 

(ii) pt^t siw 

7, 5 4, 9 R, 000 

(ii) TT 5 *r Eff RI ftj 

171 , 38 , 49,000 

(et) If 


’CT ?ffc srftfTr:- 


(i) etFjiei 

245 , 70 , 81,000 

(i) RifaFfE Iff ft* 

147 , 29 , 30,000 

(ii) 3 TE^Ncr w r^iO Iei 

10 , 02 , 85,000 

(ii) pi^e Rpn,pr *ff ft** 

3 01,9 0,8 5,0 00 

(iii) fa PFJ’jffad' PFf HSfF If 

83, 1 3,000 

(iii) ^ ft 

3 , 57 , 00,000 

( 1 V ) WQ ^bf* 

44 , 83,000 

pf^Et ffa ETE (Itlfifl'E fwq) 




fnrfer % ete, eRet ftp fafzr 




(f ) Elf tftf EffE 




(i) ZEST EPfTPt ft 

42 , 18 , 49,000 



(ii) tfr E^ frfr 1 tft 

21 , 24 , 94,000 



(iii) f fl 9 ^faEPHf fft ft 

. , 

(h) wh 

93 , 75 , 13,000 

(^) f^Er OjfRfSTE Iff % ffl- 




fttf fl% -pi^E irfE ^ 




(fpqztfzf ) fEfq % Ejf ftp 5 rfiDT 

10 , 55 , 94,000 

kT faf 

61 , 07 , 47,000 

TEST Rft ft EPH ftp ’W RrH 

22 , 02 , 37,000 



TF^Et ftdtfEf (flff F-fEir’FlIu ) 


PFE fFTfE 

363 , 96 , 97,000 

Efsi ?r , wrfETTr ftp ft^r 




(f) fRETR tf ft Epf ftp srfiDT 

76 , 17 , 71,000 



(n) flfTHtf srpr^rrptfff nf Rift/ 




fUfrft f frtf 

, t 



SHE 5 lfEETT 

42 , 96 , 66,000 

■*JH 2 | 

1486 , 29 , 12,000 


1486 , 29 , 12,000 


srlftEfr ^TET fTP SfETf ifEl Srfd3$[dRT WpTH | I 

**ti-£,tt fifa (f if Tiff ff*nf ) faff fk T,^rq- fiftfa* wh (ffcfaiifHfa?T,f ) faff f f ffl rI factor 


STlffTH Eft f, i 

:J:pe^ f fa rph ( Iff iffa fwf ) fHffer f rr?t eft ftp stEft HiftHEff f; Tp?g pfst prpfrct % siftfE 

ffa < 5 1 'Ef. HTftlH f I 

♦fa^f fpr stff ^fm ^rffffanr ft uni 17(4) (r) % ?r«fEr Tfpjfaci RiffjR Rff ft fEnft faff tp 
srfiro faf Etj 65 , 10 , 000 /-^ wiiEth f 1 

^ ^TH^rtir fifaRFR ( 3 fanfE r fwt) fafaftppr'^Ei $fa wh (faktfpH) faff E rett *1411 ftp vfaR?ufaM R#T I I 

flkte: 2 fPfO, 1972 'nwm, rrIp i 



Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 4, 1972/PHALCUNA 14, 1893 


TiT *rftjfTHT, 1934 % it TTTft, 1972 28 cTlfEj SPTM % 

far H'W 

^ f^TFI 


^Tcrnj 


srferrT 


^rfTRFT TT Tt fir 


WTTT it 


18,16,55,000 


45,37,61,70,000 


sjfrm.- 

(tf) 'TnT^JTgUIT 182,53,11,000 

(*?) 

W g«TT 

238,65,38,000 




45,55,78,25,000 Ttf 

TH^r f^WT 
*TlTci HTTTT Tm M I 

srir^FTT 

Mt fafa*ut frT *ftr 


421,18,49,000 

41,78,00,000 

40,92,81,76,000 


fT^TItr 


45,55,78,25,000 fTSTlfenit 


45,55,78,25,000 


WTT>J 2 TTTTV, 1972 


Hffo arwm, 

TTTT I 

[tf° 3 (3)-Sft°*ft°/72] 


New Delhi , the 9th February 1972 

S. O. 841. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India.* Banking Department as on the 4th February, 1972 


LIABILITIES 


ASSETS 


Capital Paid Up 

Reserve Fund • 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operation*) Fund ■ 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

Deposits : — 

(a) Government 

(i) Central Government . 

(ii) State Governments 


C b ) Banks 


5*00,00,000 Notes 

Rupee Coin 

150.00. 00.000 Small Coin . .... 

Bills Purchased and Disc nted: — 

(uj Internal 

1 90.00. 00.000 (6) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills ■ 

Balances Held Abroad* . 

39,00*00,000 Investments** 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) Central Government .... 

135500.00. 000 (ii) State Governments© 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks*)* 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks*)")' 

(iii) Others ...... 

158,24*33.000 Loans, Advances and Investments frem National 

10, iq* 8 000 Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) State Governments .... 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks • 


15,06*20,000 

5,29,000 

2,695000 

20.67.30.000 

16*18,73,000 

196.3163.000 

74547504,000 


4475I45675OO0 

162,87^64*000 

301,97,195000 

3,68,00,000 


42.18548.000 

21.08.42.000 
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Liabilities Rs. assets 


[Part IT — 


Rs. 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks - 237,53,61,000 

Cii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 9^6*75*000 

(iii) Non-Schedukd State Co-operative Banks 83,13,000 

(iv) Other Ba ks « ■ • * 36^06,000 

'-(c) Ot..t*rs . ... . ■ 82,77,32,000 

'Bills Payalle 6 q,70,6L00o 

Other Liak lities 366,02,04,000 


(iii) Central Land Mortgage Boi ks 
{b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 

Debentures 10,55,94,000 


Loans and Advurces fiom Nalitr.a] Agiiculiui fil 
Credit (Stub. 1 sution)I’ind : 

Loan* and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 21,88,32,000 

Loans Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 

(u) Loans and Advances to the Development Bunk 76*17,71,000 

(1 b ) Investment in bonds /debentures issued by 
the Development Bank ... 

Other Assets 44,51.45*000 


RUPEES . . • 14,54*93,70,000 


Rupees . 145,4,93,70,000 


♦Includes Cash* Fixed Deposits and Short-tcim Securities. 

♦♦Excluding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long im Operations) Fund and ihc National Industrial 
Credit (long term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including tem- 
porary over drafts to State Governments. 

■(■Includes Rs. 63,85,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4X0) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ttExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


P. N. Damry, 
Dv. Governor. 


Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 for the wee* ended the 4th Jay of February* 1972 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES Rs* R«*. 


ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


Notes held in the Banking 

Department - * ■ 15,06,20*000 

Notes in circulation . - 45*83,11^91,000 

Total Notes issued 


Gold Coin and Bullion — 
(a) Held in India 
0 b ) Held outside India 

45*98>i8.i 1,000 

Foreign Securities 


182,53*11,000 


238*65*38,000 


Total Liabiliticaj 


Total 421,18*49,000 

Rupee Coin . . . , 39,17,14*000 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities .... 41,37,8248*000 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper .... 


45,98,18,11*000 Total Assets 45,98,18*11*000 


P. N. Damry, 
Dy. Governor, j 
[No. F. 3(3>BC/ 7 2,] 
K* Yesuratnam, Under Secy. 
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9 TTTJJ, 1972 

jp”o 5fro 84 1. — 4 Hi TT ft, 1972 fa fV5{3 fa T ffFT) 4‘ 5) f^ 7 ! favTRT $ TPfaTTrT *ET fTTTW 


^TTFT 

wr 

srfJcrTf 

wr 

^WT <T3ft 

5,00,00,000 

ifte 

15,06,20,000 

wtTwct fafe . 

150,00,00,000 

xfa TT faWT 

5,29,000 

rn^Tr pfo 



2,69,000 

(frrpTfrT Fwr?) fafa 

190,00,00,000 

Iftfa tflT '<fTTT fa fw : — 


tp^tt 


(t) *tfr 

20,67,30,000 

(fryftarcr) fJfy 

39,00,00, 000 

(*r) fa^rft . 


ci^k *faftf»rer w*i - 
(sNHrMto front) ftfy 

13 5,00,00,0 0 0 

(ii) HIMirft ^Rrf^r 

Jr wr §*tt ynyr* 

16,18,73,000 

196,38,63,000 

'JTTT TlfTTf: — 


fa - *!?!** 

74,47,04,000 

(^) o<'+rO 


wfr ?rfair :- . 


(i)»^r>r ’ttp' 

158,24,33,000 

(i) tttttt Tt 


(ii) 

(u) TT 

10,19,85,000 

(ii) tt^t htttt’t ^>|- . 

’C lj r sftrwfiTR' : — 

447,14,67,000 

(i) sq-Tjfacr TrfT^r fa 

237,53,61,000 

(i) Trf^TJT fspf «Pt^ . 

162,87,64,000 

(ii) 

9,36,75,000 

( i ) iT^-T i 'ft ^rt 

301,97,19,000 

(iii) fa- srrjfTT ttft g^rrrft 


(iii) tT 

3,68,00,000 

t'T ' . 

83,13,000 

TT^T fTfq - (ftTTFfpT f^STR ) 


(iv) JF^T for 

36,06,000 

frftr >t TrfrnT ?ffT 

(t) ^«ftr 3TfflTT : — 

(i) tt^t ^T^tnrr fa . 

(ii) ttw w^vrfr fa'f fa 

(iii) T?gtq- ^-ifT 4TT 

42. 18.48.000 

21.08.42.000 

(*l) ST^T . 

82,77,32,000 

(^) vjfJr ^rr «r!pf % 

Jr Ftt?t 

to^t fifr i>^(fFrdTTT fJrfu 
^^iTT'iTiTtrftr'T 

10,5 5,94,000 

fer 

69,70,61,000 

tfr tt^ftFI "Ft ’t{. u i wVt 

trsftR' trtffTFrr 

21,88,32,000 

5TR 

366,92,04,000 

fTrm ) fJrftr Jr ^rr, srftnr ?flT fTt^r 
(^t) frrHT fafawrsftx wfim 
(^sr) fsmTr sm afncV f^Jr 

TTsi/f#rfr Jr Ftttt 

WR WrfJcPTt . 

76,17,71,000 

44,51,45,000 

TTT . 

1454,93,70,000 

*' l VA 

1 454, 93; 70, 000 


*?rrr£v, ’Trafar sftr wfTfrfrr affr^fTTT Trrfiw % i 

* frfa ^ (frwraTT ) fafy «rh: wVi’iPrT (frwTfrrf’Pn4) fafy Jr Jr frT yir f^mr 

| i 

tTP^r S?fa ’ITT f^PTR) fafa Jr SRrt WV SlftR WllfilVi' ?T?ft |, TER RT«f7Rf % SIFrEft 

sffTCfPTT «l ifn'T f I 

fa sfrsyr srfafcim fa stitt 17(4) (t) % irtfEr yiforr wf fa tftarft fireff tt wfinr 

fsft *Ft 63,8 5,00,000 Wl Wl^TT £ I 

TFsjfa ffa ^FT (^TTf^T fTOTT)fnfa 'jflT TT^FT ^(farO^l )fafa % SRW Tfa srfTR WlfiTFr ^ ? I 
^nfnsf : 9 fatffa, 1971 fa° ^Rfr, ^j-fafa I 
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frw# WI95 wfafTWW, 1935 % SEJ^TW Jr 'fiTT^t, 1972 *pY 4 Tr£te WWFT gif W^TFI, % fw^ 

fawn 


£wrnj' TW wf 


wrfrTTT 


wfsw fwwiw Jr 15 , 06 , 20,000 

tfM ftrwr 



T3T 'fli 

*ftT ;g-f%TT : — 

* 




(*f) WITT Jr 

(»r) witt % 

182,53,1 1,000 



TT^T PIT 

* , 


tfWWTJrTte 45 83,11,91,000 

TfTijfTWf . 

238j 65j3 8, 000 





421, 18,49,000 

anft f^ir jw t'tt 

4598,18,1 1,000 WT ! PT fJRTW 

* • . 

3 9, 17,14,000 

WITT WTTTT Tf TTTT afT^TTt . 

4137,82,48,000 


%uft fwfrww fww «flr ^ Trfwrr- 

TT . 


fTT ^WTPJ . . . 4598,18,11,000 JT WlfJTWt . . . 4598,18,11,000 


tttT't : 9 TTrfr, 1 97 2 


cfVo tr^-o 

T7-WTTT I 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 7th February 1972 

8*0. 842. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section 0 of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act, 1934 (2 of 1934), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby nominates the following persons as 
directors of the Central Board of the Reserve Bank of 
India. 

1. Dr. B. Datta, 1/1-K, Jodhpur Park, Calcutta-31, 

2. Shri S. M, Joshl, 1170, Sadashiv Peth, Poona-30. 

[No. F. 3(6)-BC/72.] 

D. N. GHOSH, 
Director. 


[W° 3(3)-4>o tffo/ 72 ] 

%° w: wfWT I 


(wfaw fwwrw) 

5ft forfr, 7 'RTft 1972 
VloWTo 8 42- — WK<Jk $TT llTypHilH 1934 

( 1934 ! fT 2) ’tft TTTT 8 # WTO ( l) % WZ (w) Jr 
5TTT WfWTt TT SpftW “f'x) ‘f'-sfl'H < r + 1 < Ud43l <1 
WTTTfT fTW* T^% fVi <s Rki iff 4^1 

WWtffrT ^rpfr^: — 

1. TT° TtT, 

l/l-%, 'Tptf, WEtTT-31 

2- irq-o oftrf, 

1170, WTlftlT 7W, 
gpT-30 

[W©TT IT^O 3(e)-^o Tfo/72] 

^j-o q^ro WtW, 

fW%W4T I 
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(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income Tax 

New Delhi , the 5th January , 1972 

S.O, 843. — Tt is hereby notified for general in- 
formation that the institution mentioned holon hao 
been approved by the Indian Council of Social Science 
Research, the prescribed authority for the purposes of 
clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of section 35 of the In- 
come-tax Act, 19 G 1 (43 of 1961), upto 31t*t March, 

1975, subject to the following conditions:—- 

L The Bhavan should maintain a separate account 
of all the funds received u/s. 35(11 (iii) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 and should utilise them exclusively for 
promotion of social science research. The funds may 
be earmarked for maintenance of Bhavards Munshi 
Institute of Social Science Research and also for support 
of research programmes in the other institution aflUiat- 
ed thereto. 

2, An annual report of the activities of Bhavan for 
promotion of social science research may be submitted 
to Indian Council of social science Research. New 
Delhi. 

Institution 

BHARATIYA VIDYA BHAVAN, BOMBAY. 

TNo. R (F, No. 203/6/7I-TTA.ILVI 
S. N .NAUTIAL, Dy. Secy. 

( ifc ^i f^m) 

WTiW*T 

Hi 5 333ft, 19 72 

« o 8 4 3. — 3T33Tft % f^n? 
33UT3T 33 *rf3$T33 fprr jtrtt | fV sum 3fuf333, 
1961 ( 1961 77 43) 7?t 3131 35 373131 ( l) % 

(iii) % jrEforcf % fair ftrfkrr srrfliTiiflr, 713^7 

3713-f351T3 SPJ33T3 TfUK 5131, 31 313, 1975 3T, 
f3*3%f5r3 ftprr nm 37 f3*3%fopT 

surf tr 33f3 fiftT : 

1. 333 , OT3t; 3, 3f3f337 1 i96i 37 trm 3 5 (i ) 

(iii) % STEfta 3F3 TTfft f-ifjDTf 93 733 

373T 3931 *ft3 3:3 3333 TT3T3 q3T3- 

f35TT3 31J33T7 % 37337 % fat 3T3T 
=3TfgTT | fqfspit 333 % ^uft/^PTR-f^Srpr 
3333T3 33313 % 333W3 % f*T3 W HHH 
qrqrj 3W3T it 3^7313 TTTTnfT 7*131 
^3 r ?HT3 Vir 3TTTT | 

2. 73R f33T3 3^3313 % 33333 7173 773 

% ftiinwff «Ft 33: TlfTTt f37T3 333313 

3713-13313 337 3T3 7fT33, 7$ 33 

ft 533; I 

3t3T 

31T3T9 famr mn, 

[#• 9 (930 30 203 'e / 7 i-«rrf* II)] 

rrfro 930 sftfeTT^^r 3r3 ■ I 


(Central Board of Excise and Customs) 
Customs 

New Delhi , the 4th March , 1972 

S O. 844. — Ip pursuance of the powers conferred by 
section 9 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1902), the 
Central Board of Excise and Customs hereby declares 
Kundara in the State of Kerala to be a warehousing 
station, 

[No. 32/72-Cus,/F. No. 473/43/71-Cus. VIL] 
K. SANKARARAMAN, Under Secy., 
q 3,7,7-W$7? ?f,T 3.3 

a W 

Hi f3wfr, 4 313“, 1972 

1730 sf,o 844 . — 3T3T-7F31 'qftrPrcrrr, 1962 
( 1 962 33 52) 7?t ETKT 9 3TT1 333 VTf733'f 33 3*fl3 
3TT3 %7jftxr 3313-7771 333-^^37 3,3 3333331 

7337 7137 it *p»TTT qff qmT7lT 73717 7,f73 tftsl | | 

[7° 3 2/72-tfi719n3r/7>To 7° 47343/71- 

tfftro VII] 

%0 WT373, T 33 3p33 I 


MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 

New Delhi , the 5 th February 1972 

S.O. 845,- — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section 2 of section 52 of the Delhi Development 
Act, 1957 (61 of 1957), and in continuation of the noti- 
fication of the Government of India, in the Ministry 
of Health, Family Planning and Urban Development 
(Department of Health and Urban Development No. 
SO. 652 (File No, 18011 (28) /67-UD), dated the 14th 
February, 1969, the Central Government hereby directs 
that the powers of that Government under the provi- 
sions of sub-section (1) of section 22 of the said Act 
shall, subject to the control of the Centra] Government 
and until further orders, also bp exercised by the 
administrator of the Union territory of Delhi in respect 
of lands covered by the scheme for large scale acqui- 
sition, development and disposal of land In Delhi con- 
tained in the letter of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Home Affairs No. F. 37/16/60-Delhi (i) 
dated the 2nd May, 1961. 

[No. K-11011 (15) /71-UDI.] 
R. K. CH1F, Under Secy, 

f73fJ3 ~fiX 7IT3T3 
Hi fcwft, 5 35T3ft, 1972 

rtHo wV 845. — fawft f3333 5Tfaf333, 195 7 
( 1 957 33 61 ) 3?T tHTT 52 3?T 37-3TTT 2, 3TTT 33?T 
WpRPff 73 33T3 3T3?T 73T «TR3 33733 % 3313^3 

3f33T3 f33>33 33T 333 f3733 33T3T3 (33I3«3 33T 333 
f3733f33T3)7ftf33T37 14 3133^, 196 9 7^3^331^0 
3t 65 2(33t3 3331 18011 ( 28)/6 7-*p 
it %^T3 33733 3.434131 33 f3‘33 33ft fTT 373 3fef333 
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^ EfTTT 22 TTOTH ( l) % TTOWf % TIT 

itrfr qrfcrqt thtfr % % wtareto 

grr q*rr wror wr^r stpt <w, % nr 

*r w^q, wk fqiCTq 'tft qfaqr it wrqqTift 

Ijfrr % ^ Sr ftElfr % TOT 5T5T % TTORT4? 9TTT »fr 5T0rt^T 
W Tit TTTiff, T% % WRcT IR^R % *1? HAM 4 % 

2 qf ; 1961 % TT TTW 3 7/ 16/60-fe# (i) 

it fq%r | i 

[iro %— i x o 1 1 ( is)/ 7i-^« I.] 

WTto *o farar, WR TfTT I 

(Directorate of Estates) 

New Delhi , the 24 th February 1972 

S.O. 846 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 
of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act 1971 (40 of 1971), and in supersession of the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Works, Housing 
and Supply (Department of Works and Housing) Nos. S.O. 343° 
dated tho 20th September, 1967 and S.O. 1647 dated the 4th May, 
1968, the Central Government hereby appoints the officers men- 
tioned in column (1) of the Tabic below, Ixing officers equivalent 
to the rank of gazetted officers of Government to be estates officers 
for the purposes of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers 
conferred and perform the duties imposed on the estate officers 
by or under the said Act, within tho local limits ol their respective 
jurisdictions in respect of the public premises specified in column 
(2) of the said Table, 

The Table 


Designation of tho Officer Categories of public premises and 

local limits of jurisdiction 

(1) u) 


Executive Officers and Teh si 1- Premises belonging to the Delhi 
dars (Assessment), Delhi Development Authority 

Development Authority whether such promises are In 

possession of or leased out b 
The said Authority or the pr y 
raises belonging to the Central 
Government placed at the dis- 
osal of the Delhi Development 
uthority. 


[No, F. 21012(5) /67“Foi(rV)] 

fqirwiww) 

24 'BTlfr, 1972 

T1° WTo 8 46. — TtT qfRR (Wqfafrq SrflDTTfqqT 
wfafTOPT, 1971 (1971 5PT 40) qf|- WRT 3 
5RT TTTT TfiftTOTt «PT STqVr ^ |TT 

TRqrrr $ wrqnr wk wttt (frorWr 

wk ttiw f^rpr) qrt srfqijTTr tfo »fto wTo 3430 

qkfa 20 fTRTRT, 1967 5fTT Wo WTo ]647 fTktw 

4 wi 1 968 q?r wftrvfc foftq- totfr ^ 

ITT TOT % TOW 1 ir TfETfecr wftmfkfT Tt, TOTFTT % 

TTTfar wfwwfkfr tt tv % nrgrr wfsrqrrrT fk % 


TI%, TO wfafaTOT % TiflrTT % TT^SITT 

wftwkt fqqqq Tt to httoT V tow 2 % 

mr wfkrOr % if wwift wkt wftmfTOT qrt e*it#t 
qtwror % iftm:, to wfirfqqw v jkt qT ttt% wtfk 
WTO* TfS^rrfRff Vt WTO wfakf EFT 5nftq ^ W^T Wq 
<tt wftRtfaq qrwwff tt ttot qrk i 

WRnfT 

wfwqrrfl' qrr TTTfwwTq wto Tfrorf % 5 tr 4 wk 

wfwqrrkqT k TOrqk ^fnrn* 

(0 (2) 


ttt trtt wfroFkt wk q$- fTTro TrftRTTT % 

iftHTR (FtoItt ) , RTTfiRT % qfRR, 4 ^ 
fqRff fww STF^T'Rr TWITTfinTR a r%^r5^ir5t 

qr grRi q-| rr % 

?T«rqT %^hr tr^tr 
% tfiT TfRR 3ft fTTOt 
form srrfsifiTO % Fqq- 
1 

[TToliTo 21012 ( 5 ) /6 7— 'ftF?T (IV)] 

S-O. »47 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 
of the Public Premises(Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants)Act, 
1971 (40 of I97i)> the Central Government hereby appoints 
the officer mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being 
gazetted officer of Government, to be estate officer ior the purpose 
of the said Act, who shall exercise tho powers conferred and per- 
form the duties imposed, on estate officer by or under the said 
Act, within the local limits of his jurisdiction in respect of tho 
public premises specified in the corresponding entry in column 
(2) of the said Tabic- 

The Table 


Designation of the Officer Categories of Public Promises and 

local limits ol jurisdiction 


Assistant Director (Civil), Premises including buildings. 
Central Power Research hutments, kutcha houses 
Institute, Bangalore. structures standing thereon 

belonging to or taken on lease 
by and under The administrative 
control of the Director, Central 
Power Research Institute, Ban- 
galore. 

[No. 1\ 2 IOti( 4)/66 -Po 1. (IV)] 

P. N. K HANNAH, 
Deputy Director of Estates and 
Ex-OfHcio Under Secy. 

qn° wto 8 47. — ttto qfRR (Trrftr^q wftnrtfqwf 

qftq'qW^ft) wfafaWW, 1971 (l97iqrT40) Vt qTTT 3 
5RT urt sif'Rrqf qri srq'tq gtx, %irhr trftt, 
tV qf RTRfr % ittr i Jr wftrqrrft qiF, iRqrR 

qq TRnf«rq wtuvrO % qi%, srftrfqqTr % qq>qqf 
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% fflTJ tTcTTSm UPKT srftnprft TTTt $, 5fT TTT 

WTJfl % (2) n Tt Rfafe R fafafW 

TfTqr T % STTft =Pt 

Tforml % ntuT, srtr jtt : 3rr% w 

srfqrrfV Tt TTfr sif'Rnrf *ft snfFr wr^rr tffa; tt *rf®r 

TtfafT TtTWTT TT T7TT T^TT I 

^TVTT!fr 


•TfRTTTl TT TJTfWH *fFF ifTHTT % StW 

wfspfTPW F*TFffa ^fTHTTT 


fr^lT, fiWrT 4FT$f SH 

^ITH, SPIRIT % JIT 
ITTT <t£ TT fa% SIT 
srmTRf^ f^if?Tvr Jr 
%,TfTRTf^Tir 
HTT, 5^n^r, *TVM 
’SftT Nl ? I 


[Ro t^o 2101l(4)/6 6— *frf'a’ IV] 
Tto ttq'o 5HT, 

TT 5PTT 

TtT *FTT flf=5FT, ^TftiT FT*pTT I 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 5th February 1972 

S.O. 848. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 pf 1951), the 
Election Commission hereby publishes the judgment 
delivered on the 21st December, 1971 by the High 
Court of Judicature at Allahabad in Election Petition 
No. 6 of 1971. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
ALLAHABAD 

CIVIL SIDE 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
Dated Allahabad, the 21st day of December , 1971 
Present : 

The Hon’ble W. Broome,— Judge. 

Election Petition No. 6 or 1971. 

Mohd Yunus Saleem -Petitioner. 

Versus 

Sri Shiva Kumar Shastri and others — Respondent*, 
ay THE COURT 
Election Petition No, 6 of 1971 
Hon’ible Broome J. 

This election petition, filed by Mohammad Yunu* 
Saleem, the defeated Congress (R) candidate, challen- 
ges the election of the BK.D. candidate Shiva Kumar 
Shastri (respondent No, 1) to the Lok Sabha from the 
Aligarh Parliamentary Constituency in March, 1971. 


This constituency consists of five segments, viz. Aligarh, 
Koil, Iglas, Khair and Chandaus; and the pod waa 
scheduled to take place in Aligarh and Koil on lit 
March, 1&71 and in Iglas, Khair and Chandaus on 3rd 
March, 1971. The polling in the first two segments 
went oil peacefully on 1st January 1971; and the 
figures given in the petition show that the petitioner 
was then leading by a substantial majority. But on 
2nd March, 1971 a communal riot between Hindus and 
Muslims took place in Aligarh city and as a result of 
this the Election Commission, acting on reports made 
by the local authorities at Aligarh, postponed the poll 
in the remaining three segments from 3rd March, 1971 
to 9th March, 1971* The voting in these three seg- 
ments went heavily in favour of Shiva Kumar Shastri, 
with the result that he won the election. 

The petitioner’s contention is that the communal riot 
was deliberately engineered by his political rivals, 
with the help of the B.K.D. Government which hap- 
pened to be in power in Uttar Pradesh at the time. He 
further suggeste that the recommendation made by the 
local authorities to the Election Commission, which re- 
sulted in the adjournment of the poll originally fixed 
for 3rd March, 1971, was malaflde and that the post- 
ponement was procured in order to give the anti-con- 
gress (R) parties an opportunity to influence voters in 
the remaining three segment* of the constituency by 
spreading false versions about the Aligarh riots, along 
with the defamatoiy allegation* against the petitioner. 
A number of meetings are said to have been held at 
various places in the Iglas, Khair and Chandaus areas 
on 7th March, 1971 and 8th March, 1971, at which spee- 
ches were made blaming the petitioner for the riots 
and rousing anti Muslim feelings by giving lurid ac- 
counts of atrocities said to have been committed on 
Hindus by Muslims in the course of the riots. Ap- 
peal* are said to have been made to Hindus and spe- 
cially to Jats and Thakurs to vote for Shiva Kumar 
Shastri, so as to ensure that the Muslim candidate. (the 
petitioner) should not be elected. Andt at certain pla- 
ces Muslim voters are said to have been threatened in 
order to deter them from voting. 

Another grievance of the petitioner is that one of the 
other candidates, Purah Singh Malan (respondent No. 
2), who belong to the S.S.P. and was contesting the 
election on behalf of the four-party alliance composed 
of the Congress (O), Jan Sangh, S.S.P, and Swatantra, 
was induced to retire from the contest on 6th March, 
1971 by the offer of a bribe* 

The Chief Election Commissioner has been arrayed 
in this petition as a respondent and has filed a writ- 
ten statement, though no relief has been claimed against 
him. 

On the pleadings of the parties the following issues 
were framed: — 

1. Whether the appointment of the District Magis- 

trate of Aligarh as Returning Officer or the 
constituency concerned by the Election Com- 
mission was void. 

2. Whether the order of the Election Commission 

adjourning the poll from 3rd March to 9th 
March was without jurisdiction and illegal. 

3. Whether this Court has jurisdiction to adjudi- 

cate in respect of the appointment of the Re- 
turning Officer and the adjournment of the 
poll. 

4. Whether the Election Commissioner has been 

improperly impleaded as respondent in this 
petition. I 

5. Whether Puran Singh Malan (respondent No. 2) 

withdrew from the election on 6th March and 
asked his supporters to vote instead for re*- 
pondent No. 1. If so, was this done as a result 
of inducement offered at the instance of res- 
pondent No. 1? 


(fsfofT), 

fan* 

o ■* 
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6, Whether respondent No. 1 and his supporters 

engineered a communal riot in Aligarh on 2nd 
o t March in order to spoil the petitioner's 
chances in the poll that was to be held in 
Igias, Khair and Chandaus, 

7. Whether voters were induced by threats offer- 

ed by Hukum Singh, the polling agent oi res- 
pondent No, 1, to promise not to vote tor the 
petitioner but to vote for respondent No. 1 (as 
detailed in paragraph 28 of the petiLion), 

8- Whether respondent No. 1 and Kalyan Singh, 
M.L.A., Appealed to Hindu voters in Goroa 
village on 7th March. 1971 not to vote for the 
petitioner because he was a Muslim (as de- 
tailed in para 29 of the petition); and whether 
similar appeals were made to voters by res- 
pondent No, 1 and Prakash Vir Shastn, Vi- 
rendra Verma, Rughunath Singh and Ram Pra- 
sad Deshmukh in Khair, Chandaus and lgms 
between 7th March, 1971 and 9th March, 1971 
(as detailed in para 30 of the petition), 

8A. Whether respondent No. 1 and the other per- 
sons named in paragraph 30 of the petition 
and the statement of further particulars made 
speeches in Khair, Chandaus and Igias TeJh- 
sils alleging that the petitioner was responsible 
for ccmmunal riots m euigarh and otner pla- 
ces, which statements were known by them to 
be false. 

9. Whether Virendra Vermar and Raghunath Singh 
appealed to Jat voters to vote lor respondent 
No. 1 on the ground that he was the candi- 
date of a party led by Sri charan Singh (its 
detailed in para 30 of the petition). 

10. Whether respondent No. l's election agent Yo- 

gendra Pal Singh and Virendra Verma and 
Charan Singh appealed to Jat and Thakur 
voters at Igias on 7th March, 1971 not to vote 
for the petitioner as he was a Muslim and not 
to allow Muslim, Jatav and Brahmin voters to 
vote (as detailed in para 34 of the petition). 

11. Whether at the same meeting (mentioned in 

para 34) Yogendra Pal Singh falsely stated 
that the petitioner was a Razakar of Hyder- 
abad and had intigated the Aligarh riots. 

12. Whether respondent No. 1 has committed cor- 

rupt practices as defined in clauses (1), (2), 
(3), (3A) and (4) of the section 123 of the re- 
presentation of the People Act 

13. To what relief, If any, is the petitioner entitled? 

Findings 

Issue No. E — At the time of arguments learned coun- 
sel for the petitioner slated that this issue had been 
given up. It is accordingly decided against the peti- 
tioner. 

Issue No. 3, — This issue raises the question of whe- 
ther this Court has jurisdiction to adjudicate in respect 
of (a) the appointment of the Returning Officer and 
(b) the .adjournment of the Poll. With the giving up 
of issue No, 1, no decision need be given with regard to 
the appointment of the Returning Officer and issue No. 
3 is thus now confined to the second question. Learn- 
ed counsel appearing for the Chief Election Commis- 
sioner has stated that he does not challenge the juris- 
diction of the court to decide whether the Election 
Commission wag legally empowered to adjourn 
the poll from 3rd March, 1971 to 9th March, 1971 (co- 
vered by issue No. 2); but he contends that the ques- 
tion of whether in the particular circumstances of this 
case the Election Commission was justified in adjourn- 
ing the poll is not justiciable. Learned counsel for the 
petitioner, however, hap not attempted to argue that 
tn the event of the Election Commission being held to 
have the legal power to fix a fresh date for the poll, 
the adequacy of the materia] on which the Commis- 
sion arrived at its decision to order postponement in 
a particular case could be gone into. It has no doubt 


Ibeen urged in the course of arguments that the evid- 
ence on record suggests that there was no reai justifi- 
cation lor th* adjournment of the poll in the present 
case; but the Court’s attention was drawn to this as- 
pect of the evidence only with a view to bolstering up 
the contention that Parliament could not possibly have 
seen fit to entrust the Election Commission with any 
such power of adjournment, because it could be so 
easily misused on the basis of tendencious reports and 
malafide recommendations made by persons under the 
control of an interested State Government. I find 
therefore that there is no controversy in the present 
case regarding the scope of the Court's jurisdiction and 
that this issue is consequently unnecessary and calH 
for no decision. 

Issue No. 4. — Learned counsel appearing for the 
Chief Election Commissioner contends that the Com- 
missioner has been wrongly imp±eaded in this T case; but 
it seems to me that even tnough the Commissiom c was 
not a necessary party, his impleadment cannot be held 
to be unjustified or improper. It is true that no relief 
has been claimed against him; but since one of the 
main question raised in the petition was whether the 
Election Commission was legally empowered to alter 
the date of poll once it had been fixed under section 
30 of the representation of the People Act, he was im- 
pleaded in order to give him an opportunity to come 
forward and advance arguments on this vitally import- 
ant point, if he should wish to do so. 

The issue is accordingly decided in favour of the pe- 
titioner. 

Issue No. 2. — By means of the notification (Exh. 1) 
published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary dated 
the 27th January, Jj)71, the Election Commission, act-^ 
mg under section 30 of the Representation of the Peo- 
ple Act, fixed 3rd February 1971 ars the last date for 
making nomination in the election, 4th February, 1971 
rs the date for the scrutiny of nominations, 6th Febru- 
ary, 1971 as the last date for the withdrawal of candi- 
datures, various dates between 1st March, 1971 and 
5th March, 1971 for holding the poll in different consti- 
tuencies in Uttar Pradesh and 15th March, 1971 as the 
last date before which the elcclion should be complet- 
ed. The precise dates fixed in this notification for the 
poll in the Aligarh constituency were 1st March, 1971 
in the Aligarh and Koil segments and 3rd March, 1971 
in the Igias, Khair, anq Chandaus segments. The con- 
tention of learned counsel for the petitioner is that 
once these polling dates had been fixed under clause 
(d) of section 30, they could not be changed by the 
Election Commission or any other authority except in 
the circumstances mentioned in sections 57 and 58 of 
the Act. Section 57 empowers the Presiding Officer at 
any particular polling station to adjourn the poll, if the 
proceedings are interrupted or obstructed by. any riot 
or open violence, or if it is not possible to take the 
poll on account of any natural calamity or any other 
sufficient cause. And section 58 empowers the Presid- 
ing Officer to make a report to the^ Election Commission 
for the holding of a fresh poll, if any ballot box is 
taken away destroyed or lost or if some error In pro- 
cedure, likely to vitiate the poll, is committed at the 
polling station. The powers granted by both these 
sections, it is to be noted, are exercisable only on the 
actual date fixed for the poll; and action thereunder 
can be initiated by the Presiding Officer alone. The 
argument put forward on behavr of the petitioner Is 
that these sections indicate that the Legislature intend- 
ed to confine the power adjournment to the circums- 
tances enumerated therein. It is further contended 
that the Representation of the People Act contains no 
provisions empowering the Election Commission to act 
suo motu in the matter of adjournment of the polls and 
that once the power to fix the dates of the poll has 
been exercised under clause (d) of section 30. that 
rjpower Is exhausted and no fresh date can be fixed (ex- 
cept in the special cases covered by section 57 and 58). 

The first point that calls for decision is whether the 
provisions of the Representation of the People Act are 
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such as to megate the possibility of the Election Com- 
mission passing any order for the postponement of a 
poll in circumstances other than those for which pro- 
visions has been made in sections 67 and 58. In tills 
connexion both parties have relied on section 153 of 
the Act, which runs as follows: — 

‘T53. It shall be competent for the Election Com- 
mission for reasons which it considers sufficient 
to extend the time for the completion of any 
elecfion by making necessary amendments in 
the notification issued by it under section 30 or 
sub-seclion (i) of section 39," 

According to the petitioner this relates only tp chang- 
ing the date fixed under clause (e) of section 30 i.e. 
"the date before which the election shall be complet- 
ed”, and therefore by implication excludes the possi- 
bility of changing” the date or dates on which a poll 
shall, if necessary, be taken", fixed under clause \d) 
of section 30. But learned counsel for the respondent 
contends that when section 153 permits the Election 
Commission to "extend the time for the completion of 
any election", It means that it can extend the time for 
the completion of any integral process of the election, 
such as the taking of the poll. It is clear that "elec- 
tion" does not necessarily .mean only the final declara- 
tion of the result, for as pointed out by the Supreme 
Court in A- P- Pcinnusioami v. The Returning Officer , 

I Namakhal Constituency t Namakhal and others (A.I.R, 
1952 Supreme Court 04): 

"the word" election "can be and has been appro- 
priately used with reference to the entire pro- 
cess which consists of several stages and em- 
braces many steps. v . . 

The meaning to be assigned to the work “election” 
in section 153, therefore, must be gathered from the 
context of the section and from the scheme of the Act, 
Judging from the context, I am of opinion that the in- 
terpretation suggested by learned counsel for the res- 
pondent ia to be preferred. In the first place section 
163 refers to section 30 as a whole, without any dis- 
tinction of clauses, whereas if it had been intended to 
declare the Election Commission competent to amend 
only the date fixed under clause (e) of section 30, 
there seems to be no reason why the Legislature should 
not have specified this. And secondly, section 153 
speaks of amendments In the plural, whereas if only 
the date fixed under clause (e) of section 30 was to 
be changed, a single amendment would be all that was 
needed. The wording of section 153 .therefore $ug- 

C s that the phrase "extended the time for comple- 
of any election" is meant to refer not only to the 
extension of the final date but also to the extension of 
dates fixed for any stage of the election. This does 
not of course mean that the Election Commission can 
extend the time for making nominations, for the scru- 
tiny of nominations or for the withdrawal of candida- 
tures, because the wording of clause (a),- (b) and (c) 
of section 30 is absolutely rigid and excludes the pos- 
sibility of fixing any alternative dates. But clause (d) 
of section 30 merely lays down what the earliest date 
for taking the poll shall 'be and makes no attempt to 
prescribe the last date for polling. There is thus con- 
siderable flexibility in clause (d); and section 153 can 
be construed as declaring the competence of the Elec- 
tion Commission "to extend time under clause (d) as 
well as under clause (e) of section 30, 

I am not impressed by the argument that sections 
57 api 58 of the Act exclude by necessary implication 
the power of the Election Commission to postpone a 
poll. Under Article 324 of the Constitution the Elec- 
tion Commission is entrusted with the superintendence, 
direction and control of the conduct of elections. This 
implies that the Commission must take all necessary 
measures to ensure that a proper and fadr poll is taken 
in every election; and it seems to me that if the Com- 
mission becomes satisfied that on account of some cir- 
cumstance that has supervened since the original date 
of polling was fixed, a fair poll cannot be taken on 
that original date, it is the overriding duty of the Com- 


mission to fix a fresh date"for the poll. It is extremely 
doubtful whether the powers necessary for the per- 
formance of the Commission’s duties under Article 324 
can be taken away or whittled down by any ordinary 
statute. Article 327, which confers on Parliament the 
ower to make provision with respect to elections, has 
een expressly made “Subject to the provisions of this 
Constitution”, which means of course that it is subject 
to Article 324; and any Act which deprived the Elec- 
tion Commission of its control of elections under Arti- 
cle 324 would be of doubtful constitutional validity. 
Articles 324 and 327 should no douJbt be read together 
harmoniously; but the most that can be said is that 
Parliament is competent to prescribe the mode in which 
the Election Commission should discharge its func- 
tions, but cannot prohibit or nullify the discharge of 
those functions. In the present case, however, it is 
unnecessary to consider the consequences of a clash 
between Article 324 and the provisions of ap Act pass- 
ed by Parliament under Article 327, for I can find noth- 
ing in the. Representation of the People Act, 1951, that 
runs counter to Article 324. The mere fact that sec- 
tions 57 and 58 have provided a procedure for post- 
poning a poll on account of circumstances supervening 
on the very date of the poll cannot to my mind give 
pise to any inference that the Legislature intended to 
forbid the postponement of a poR by the Election Com- 
mission on account of circumstances arising before the 
date of the poll has been reached. It is impossible f<?r 
a Legislature to visualise all possible combinations of 
circumstances; and if provisions is made in an Act to 
meet one set of circumstances, that does not mean that 
every other set of circumstances has been taken into 
consideration and deliberately excluded. As pointed 
out by a Division Bench of this Court in Moti Lai v. 
Mangala Prasad and other (A.I-R. 1958 Allahabad 794). 

“But where the Act itself omits to provide for a 
contingency and does not contain any provi- 
sions for meeting the situation the general 
power conferred upon the Election Commis- 
sion by Art. 324 (1) of the Constitution will 
come into play, and the Commission will have 
a right to pass the necessary orders, if they 
fall within the ambits of its powers, enume- 
rated in Art. 324(1) of the Constitution a repoll 
should be held or not at a particular polling 
station is one which falls under the words 
'conduct of an election’." 

These remarks were no doubt obiter, since the learned 
Judges refrained from giving any “final opinion" on the 
point, but I find myself In respectful agreement with 
the view here expressed. Learned counsel for the pe- 
titioner has tried to argue that the power to adjourn a 
poll is not a power that can be derived from Article 
324; and in this connexion he has placed reliance on 
Baburao Patel and others v. Dr. Z ahlr Hussain and 
others (A.I.R. 1968 Supreme Court 904). But in that 
case the Supreme Court merely held that Article 324 
did not confer on the Election Commission the power 
to prescribe an oath for a cadidate. Prescribing an 
oath would not be part of the functions assigned to the 
Commission to direct and control the conduct of elec- 
tion; but adjourning a poll in order to secure a fair 
and proper election would obviously come within the 
amfbit of those functions. 

An attempt has been made to argue that the provi- 
sions of section 30 read with section 31 of the Act 
show that the power to flk a date for the poll under 
clause (d) of section 30 can be exercised only once. 
Section 31 runs as follows: — 

“31. On the issue of a notification undqr section 
30. the returning officer shall give public no- 
tice of the intended election in such form and 
manner as may be prescribed", Inviting nom- 
mati'ens of candidates for such election and 
specifying the place at which the nomination 
papers are to be delivered." 

And rule 3 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1981 lays 
down that the public notice issued under this section 
■hall be in Form I, which mentions not only the name 
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and other particulars of the constituency, the date and 
time for presentation of nomination papers, and the 
dfite fixed for scrutiny thereof but also the date when 
the poll will be taken in the event of the Election be- 
ing contested. The contention is that since the notice 
issued under section 31 makes a mention of the poll- 
ing dates fixed under section 30* those dates cannot be 
changed without issuing a fresh notice under section 
31; and since there i^ not provision in the Act 
for any such fresh notice* it is argued that the Act 
does not contemplate any refixing of polling date 
once they have been notified under section 30. This 
argument* however, loses sight of the nature and pur- 
pose of the public notice issued under section 31. It 
is clear from a perusal of that section that the notice 
is issued for the specific purpose of inviting nomina- 
tions; and there can be no question of issuing such a 
notice for a second time, inviting fresh nominations, 
because, as already pointed out, the provisions o i 
clauses (a) and (b) of section 30, which relate to 
the fixing of the dates for making nominations and for 
their scrutiny* are absolutely rigid and permit of no 
variation, It is clear that the Act does not envisage 
the issue of more than one notice under section 31 in 
respect of any election* because nominations can be 
called for only once; and there can be no question 
of issuing any fresh notice under section 31 merely be- 
cause the polling dates have been changed, even in 
those cases where the poll is adjourned in the cir- 
cumstances set forth in sections 57 and 58. I am satis- 
fied therefore that the argument advanced by learned 
counsel for the petitioner on the basis of section 31 
is entirely without force. 

Similarly, I see no force in the other argument put 
forward on the petitioner's behalf that the Legisla- 
ture could not possibly have entrusted the Election 
Commission with the power to adjourn the polls, be- 
cause such power would be open to abuse. As already 
pointed out* the provisions of the Act regarding fixa- 
tion of the dates of polling are by no means rigid, 
sinqp the Act itself provldee far the fixation of fresh 
dates under section 57 and 58* if circumstances super- 
vening on the date originally fixed for the poll render 
this necessary. And if the legislature could entrust 
the power of a adjournment under section 57 to the 
Presiding Officer, who could be a person directly 
under the control of the State Government, there 
seems to be no reason why the Legislature should not 
have seen fit to allow the Election Commission, which 
is of superior status and far less amenable to extra- 
neous influences, to retain similar powers of adjourn- 
ing the poll in cases where it is satisfied that circums- 
tances have arisen which render such adjournment 

necessary. 

When the Act contains no provision that negates 
the power of the Election Commission to alter the 
dates fixed for a poll under section 30(d), the Com- 
mission clearly has that power by virtue of the prin- 
siple set forth In section 21 of the General Clauses Act, 
1897, which states; — 

"21. Where, by any Central Act or Regulation, a 
power to issue notifications, order, rules or 
bye-laws is conferred, then that power in- 
cludes a power, exercisable in the like man- 
ner and subject to the like sanction and condi- 
tions (if any), to add to, “amend, vary or 
rescind any notifications, orders, rules or bye- 
laws so issued/* 

Section 30(d) of the Representation of the People Act 
confers on the Election Commission the power to 
appoint the date or dates on which a poll shall be 
taken; and it follows from Section 21, quoted above, 
that the Election Commission must also have the power 
to add to, amend, vary or rescind such notification, 
provided of course that In doing so it does not run 
counter to any other provision of the Act. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that 
section 21 of the General Clauses Act cannot be invok- 
ed in respect of the power conferred by section 30(d) 
of the Representation of the People Act* because tht 
notifications and orders referred to therein must be 


confined to inose which are of a legislative character 
or amount of subordinate legislation. Ordinary execu- 
tive or administrative orders, It is urged, are not 
governed by section 21. In this connection my atten- 
tion nas been invited to a number or reported cases, 
but none of them seems to lend any support to tne 
argument, The ruling cited relate to juaibial orders, 
to orders creating a vested interest (suen as appoint- 
ment to a post) and to cases In which the application 
of section 21 would run counter to tne general scheme 
of the statute or to specific provisions in the statute. 
In cases like the present, where these factors are not 
to be found, I can see no justification for excluding the 
operation of section 21, even though the orders or 
notifications in question may be purely executive or 
administrative. A a pointed out by learned counsel lor 
the respondent, the Supreme Court in Gopi Chand vs. 
Delhi Administration (A.I.R, 1959 Supreme Court 609) 
has held section 21 to be applicable to orders of an 
administrative nature passed under the East Punjao 
Public Safety Act; and similarly in State of Madhya 
Pradesh and others V- Vishnu. Prasad. Sharma and 
others (A.I.R. 1966 Supreme Court 1593 It was hcid to 
be applicable to orders under section 4 or section 6 of 
the Land Acquisition Act. Further more, a Division 
Bench of the Calcutta High Court, dealing with the 
specific case of postponement of an election, has held 
that the power to fix a date for election must be taken 
to include the power to postpone any date so fixed, in 
view of the provisions of section 22 of the Bengal Gene- 
ral Clauses Act, vide Bhuban Mohan Basak and others 
V. Chairman, Dacca Municipality and others (AJ.R. 
1927, Calcutta 704). 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has further tried 
to show that section 21 of the General Clauses Act is 
not applicable in the circumstances of the present case, 
because the power to amend, vary or rescind a notifica- 
tion or order under section is exerciseable only "sub- 
ject to the like sanction and conditions,” He points out 
that the power given to the Election Commissioner 
under section 30 (d) of the Representation of the Peo 
pie Act to fix dates for the poll is to be exercised” as 
soon as the notification calling upon a constituency to 
elect a member or members is Issued.”; and the con- 
tends that a second order fixing a fresh date for the 
poll could only be passed, if there was a fresh notifica- 
tion issued under section 14 of the Act. But I see no 
substance in this line of argument, for when fresh dates 
for the poll were fixed in the present case on 2nd 
March, 1971, the original notification under section 14, 
calling upon the constituency to elect a member, was 
still in force and must be deemed to have remained in 
force until the whole porcess of election was complet- 
ed, No necessity for the issue of any fresh notification 
under section 14 could arise in the circumstances; and 
I am satisfied that no such change in the relevant 
“conditions” had occurred upto 2nd March, 1971* that 
might prevent the Election Commission from exercising 
its power under section 21 of the General Clauses Act 
to amend or vary the date previously fixed for the poll. 

My findings under this issue therefore, are: (i) that 
the Election Commission has the power to adjourn a poll 
in the discharge of its functions under Article 324 of 
the Constitution and that there is nothing in the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act to prevent it from exercis- 
ing such power' (2) that even under the provisions of 
the Act itself the Election Commission has the power 
to change the date of poll fixed under section 30(d), 
in accordance with the principle set forth in section 21 
of the General Clauses Act; and (3) that section 153 
of the Act empowers the Election Commission to extend 
the date of poll fixed under clause (d) of section 30 
as well as the date for completion of the entire proce- 
dure of the election under clause (e). This issue is 
accordingly decided against the petitioner. 

Issue No . 5. 

We now come to the issue relating to the corrupt 
practice of bribery, defined in section 123(1) (A) of the 
Representation of the People Act. The case set up oy 
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the petitioner is as follows. At about 7 P.M. on 0th 
March, 1971, there was a meeting at the Aligarh resi- 
dence of K. N. Agarwal (said to be one of the finan- 
ciers of the B.K.D. party in the election), which was 
attended by Shiv Kumar Shastri (respondent No. 1). 
Puran Singh Malan (respondent No. 2): Virendra 
Varma (Home Minister of the U.P, Government, Suren- 
dra Kumar (another alleged financier of the B.K.D 
party) and a number of other persons. One Atma 
Deo Sharma stood up and made an appeal to Shastri 
and Malan that only one of them should for election 
and thereupon Shastri, Malan and Surendra Kumar 
went into an adjoining room, where Surendra Kumar 
offered to pay Rs. 30,000/- to Rs. 35,000/- to Malan if 
he would withdraw from the contest, while Shastri told 
Malan that he would recommend him for a seat in the 
Legislative Council, On this Malan said that he had 
no need of money and as regards the seat in the 
Council, that was for the future to decide, but as they 
were all asking him to withdraw, he would comply. 
The three of them then joined the others and Malan 
announced his withdrawal and requested his supporter? 
to transfer their allegiance to Shastri. 

The main evidence relied upon by the petitioner to 
substantiate the story is the testimony of Devendra 
Pal Singh (P.W, 20), who claim to have attended the 
meeting and to have gone Into the adjoining room with 
Shastri, Malan and Surendra Kumar and to have been 
present when the offers were made to Malan by Suren- 
dra Kumar and Shastri. He is corroborated to some 
extent by Kadha Raman Dhwaj Prasad Singh (P.W. 2D. 
who also claims to have attended the meeting, though 
he did not into the adjoining room and was not 
present at the actual offer of the bribe. In addition, 
there is the statement of Shashi Bhushan, M.P. (P.W. 
32), who claims to have met Malan in Aligarh on 
7th March, 1971, and to have asked him why he was 
spoiling his political career by withdrawing from the 
election, whereupon Malan told him that Shastri had 
promised him a seat in the Legislative Council. 

The contesting respondent denies all these allegations 
and pleads that not only was no bribe offered to Malan 
but that in actual fact Malan did not withdraw from 
the contest and continued to fight the election to the 
end. Both the respondents Shiv Kumar Shastri and 
Virendra Varma have come Into the witness-box (as 
P.Ws. 14 and 7) to swear that no meeting was attend- 
ed by them at K. N, AgarwaTs on 6th March, 1971, 
and that no offer of money or a seat in the Legislative 
Council was ever made to Malan in their presence oi 
within their knowledge. 

Before coming to a discussion of the factual aspect 
of this issue, I must deal with a legal argument 
advanced on behalf of the contesting respondent, viz., 
that even if any gratification was offered to Malan on 
fith March, 1971, to induce him to refrain from con- 
testing the election, that would not amount to a corrupt 
practice as defined in section 123 (1) (A), which runs:— 

“23, Corrupt Practices . — The following shall be 
deemed to be corrupt practices for the pur- 
poses of this Act: — 

(I) ‘Bribery’, that is to say, — 

(A) any eift. offer or promise by a candidate or 
his* agent or by any other "person with the 
consent of a candidate or his election agent of 
any gratification, to any person whomsoever, 
with the object, directly or indirectly of in- 
ducing — 

(a) a nerson to stand or not to stand as, or to 
withdraw or not withdraw from being a candi- 
date at an election,” 

The charge in Hie present m S Q Is that the offer was 
made to Malan to Induce him” to withdraw fro^ being 
a candidate." But the contention is that “t n withdraw 
from being candidate” “must br the same “withdrawal 


of candidature”, dealt with in section 37 of the Act, 
which permits a candidate to withdraw by delivering 
a notice In writing before three O' clock in the after- 
noon on the day fixed under clause (c) of section 30; 
and since the alleged offer of gratification in the present 
case was made at 7 P.M. on 6th March, 197 L when 
the time fixed under section 30(c) had already expired 
there was no possibility of his withdrawing his candi- 
dature then and the offer could not be construed a» an 
inducement to him to withdraw. Learned Counsel for 
the petitioner, on the other hand, maintains that the 
words” to withdraw from being a candidate”, used in 
section 123 (I) (A) (a) should be interpreted in a wide 
sense, as meaning “to refrain from contesting the 
election”, without" reference to the specific kind of 
formal withdrawal mentioned in section 37. At first 
sight this interpretation would seem to have much to 
commend It, since it avoids the anomalous distinction 
between an inducement to refrain from fighting the 
election offered before 3 P.M. on the date fixed under 
section 30(c), which is to be treated as a corrupt prac- 
tice, entailing serious consequences, and a similar in- 
ducement offered after the expiry of that time limit 
which would be completely innocuous. But learned 
counsel for the respondent has drawn my attention to 
the provisions of section 123 as they stood before the 
Act was amended in 1958, At that time the definition 
of bribery ran a=> follows:^ 

“123 Corrupt Practices. — The following shall be 
deemed to be corrupt practices for the pur- 
poses of this Act: — 

(I) Bribery that Is to say— any gilt, offer or pro- 
mise bv a candidate or his agent or by any 
other person, of any gratification to any person 
whomsoever, with the object, directly or in- 
directly of inducing— 

(a) a person to stand or not to stand as or to with- 
draw from being a candidate or to retire from 
contest, at an election.”. 

This clearly shows that the Legislature had drawn a 
distinction between the words “to withdraw from being 
a candidate” and the words “to retire from contest”; 
and it is obvious that In this context, the words “to 
withdraw from beiing a candidate” must be assigned 
the restricted meaning of “withdrawal from candida- 
ture” mentioned in section 37. 

However, even if the interpretation of section 123 
(O (A) (a) offered bv learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner were to be accepted, the petitioner would s r ill 
not succeed on this issue, because the evidence relied 
unnn by him for the purpose of proving the alleged 
offer of gratification to Malan is hopelessly inadeouate 
and unconvincing. The sole witness who claims to 
have been present when the offer was made, Devendra 
Pal Singh (P.W 20), does not inspire anv confidence, 
for there seems to br no reason why he should have 
accompanied Shastri. Malan and Surendra Kumar Into 
the adioining room, where the bribe Is said to havr 
been offered. He does not sav that he was invited 
to accompany the others and he plawd no part in 
the discussion that took place Hi* was a mer^ silent 
spectator. He claims to have been one of Shastri’s 
workers, but rHd not hold any Important post and 
could scarcrlv have beep In a position to nermmde 
Malan to accent the bribe. Tt has been digested that 
he iriav have had some mfl neoce over M*lan because 
hnlh of them were Jots; but If an Influential Jat was 
r-Ponirori to be nrespnt. surelv Virendra Varma the 
Mi^istnr of the U.P. Government who is also a 
Jot. would haw* been chosen in pref^renc^ to this 
wbn^c D^v^ndra Pal Singh has switched his allegi- 
ri nf ,a from the B K.D to the Congress (R) in 55ent a m- 
Unv and 7 strongly suspect that he ha* given false 

evidence In thic ctsp in order to 1neratint Q himself with 
his n»w masters and win their Patronage. The corro- 
borating witnesses arc enually unreliable. Radha 
Raman Dhwaj Prasad Singh (P.W, 21) pretends that 
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he is still a B.K.D, workers, although he has come to 
depose against the B.K.D, candidate with a view to 
getting him unseated. He is moreover indebted to the 
Aligarh co-operative Bank, which is now under Con- 
gress (R) control, and significantly admits that no 
steps have been taken so far for the realisation of the 
loan. The testimony of Shashi Bhughan (P.W. 32) is 
inherently improbable, for he was in no way intimate 
with Pooran Singh Malan, having met him only two or 
three times, and it is difficult to believe that on casual 
ly meeting him in the street for the second or Ihiid 
time, Malan could have divulged to him the secret of 
the alleged offer by Shastri of a seat in the Legislative 
Council, Furthermore, whatever little evidentiary 
value may attach to the depositions of Devendra Pal 
Singh, Radha Raman and Shashi Bhushan stands com- 
pletely rebutted by the statements of Virendra Varma 
and Shiv Kumar Shastri (P.Ws, 7 and 14), who swear 
that the whole story of the meeting at K. N. Agar- 
wal’s house on Gth March, 1971, is flcltltious and false. 

The result is that both on law and on the facts the 
petitioner has failed to establish that any corrupt prac- 
tice of bribery was committed by or with the consent 
of respondent No. 1. The Issue is decided accordingly 
against the petitioner, 

Issue No. 0. 

This issue was given up by learned counsel for the 
petitioner at the time of arguments and is accordingly 
decided in the negative, against the petitioner. 


Issue No. 7. 

This issue relates to the corrupt practice of undue 
Influence, defined in section 123 (2) of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act. The allegations put forward 
by the petitioner in this connection are that on 7th 
March. 1971. just two days before the poll, the respon- 
dent Shiv Kumar Shastri visited the village of Sanera 
and after collecting a number of Hindus at the Chau- 
pal of the Sarpanch Hukum Singh, went along with 
them to the Muslim Quarter of the village and by 
means of threats forced the Muslim voters of that place 
to swear on the Quran that they would vote for him 
and not for the petitioner or any other candidate. 
Alter the Muslim had taken the oath Shastri is alleged 
to have warned them that if thev did not act in accor- 
dance with this oath they would be in danger of divine 
displeasure. 


The witnesses relied on by the petitioner for sub- 
stantiating these allegations are Raghubir Sineh (P.W. 
iD Rafia (PW. 14) and Shiva Dan Singh (P.W 
all of whom are residents of Saperg. Raghubir Singh 
and Sbiiv Dan Singh claim to have been called to the 
Chnunal of Hukum Singh, where they met Shiv Kumar 
Shastri and then to have gone along with him to the 
quarter, where in their presence the Muslims 
were ftc^d to swear on the Quran that they would 
f or Shastri: and Raflq is fine of the persons who 
was rrnde to take the oath in this fashion. In rebuttal 
the testimonv of the respondent Shiv Kumar 
Shast-i himself (R.W, 14). who denies ever bavin*? 

rmne to S*oera during the election period, and of TTarl 
Singh (R.W. fl). the son of the Sarpanch Hukum Sineh 
who denies that Shastri came to the village and that 
the Muslims were forced to take an oath on the Quran. 


None of the three witnesses produced by the peti- 
tioner inspires me with anv confidence. Both Reghu- 
hir Singh and Shiv Dan Singh admit that they are 
Conm-ss supporters and had been euono-ting Ihe rrm- 
cu’pcs In the election, but claim that on ?omup| of 
visit to the village on 7th March. 1971. thev 
tnr-ed rwer to him. This a^er+lon on their part 1* 
w irrnifirqnt. for it suggests that thev began to umnor 
quw- ^fter having seen him coerce the Muslims of 
into sv*'oci r jn(z on "nth on the 0,1 ~ on in * 
rp-nne- alleged. This can only mean that they approv- 
ed or at any rate did not disapprove of this conduct 


on Shastrl’s part; but now they have come forward to 
give evidence against Shastri on this very account. 
They are now so enthusiastic in their opposition against 
Shastri that they have come to Court without being 
summoned: and Raghubir Singh has even gone so far 
as to say that he has paid his own fare from Aligarh 
and hia own hotel expenses in Allahabad: Shiv Dan 
Singh says that he came because he met a Congress 
"neta’* called Babu Lai Bansal in Harduaganj a month 
earlier and was told by him to go to Allahabad ard 
give evidence "that he had not heard any quarrel and 
that he was going to vote for the cow and calf” (with 
no reference to the present story of the coercion of 
the Muslims into taking an oath on the Quran), The 
remaining witness Raflq is of low status, and he too 
was sent to court to give evidence by a Congress sup- 
porter, one Dr, Iqbal, who he had met in Harduaganj 
a month earlier. 1 am unable to place any reliance 
on the testimony of witnesses of this calibre, and their 
statements stand satisfactorily rebutted by the evidence 
of Shiv Kumar Shastri and Hari Singh. 

No case under section 123 (2) has been made out. 
This issue is accordingly decided against the petitioner. 

Issue 8, 8A, 9, 10 and 11. 

These issues, based on the allegations contained in 
paragraphs 29, 30 and 34 of the petition, are inter- 
connected and it will be convenient to dispose of J hem 
together. The allegations are that a number of meet- 
ings were held at various places on 7th March, 1971, 
and 8th March, 1971, at which speeches were mode 
either by the respondent Shiv Kumar Shastri or bv 
his agents and helpers, in the course of which lurid 
accounts were civen of the atrocities said to have been 
committed bv Muslims on Hindus In the Aligarh riots 
of 2nd March, 1971, and false accusations were levelled 
against the petitioner to the effect that he was a 
Razakar of Hyderabad and had been responsible for 
the Aligarh riots. Appeals are said to have been made 
to the voters not to vote for the petitioner because 
he was a Muslim; and in somp instances Jat sneakers 
like VEendra Varma are said to have appealed to Jat 
voters to vote for Shiv Kumar Shastri. because he was 
the candidate of the R K.D. a party led bv Sri Charan 
Singh. These issues thus relate to the commission of 
corrupt practices under clauses (3), (3-A) and (4) of 
section 123 of the Act. 

Evidence has been led In respect of five of these 
alleged meetings, which are as follows: — 

(1) A meeting held in Jatari village at 10 A.M. 
on 7th March, 1971, at which Mahendra Singh. 
Yogendra Pal Singh (ShastrEs election agent) 
and Virendra Vrma (Home Minister) were 
the speakers. This i«* deposed to by Bed v*er 
Singh (P.W. 10) and Gobardhan Singh (P.W. 
17) , 

(2) A meeting held in Gordha village at 3 P.M. 
nn 7th March 1971. nt which Shiv Kumar 
Shastri, Nem Singh Chauhan and Kalyan Singh, 
M.L.A. are said to have spoken. This is depos- 
ed to by K^sho Deo Haryana (P.W. (?), Khachr- 
ru Lai CPW. RV Su^edar Singh (P.W. 9), and 
Anand Pal (P.W. 10). 

(3) A meeting held in Iglas at 8 P.M. 7th March, 
1971, at which the speakers are said to have 
been Ramesh Chand. Virendra Varma and 
Yogendra Pal Singh. Four witnesses have de- 
nosed about this meeting, namelv Oajendra 
Singh (PW. 18), 

Ram Das Singh (P.W. 19). Kish an Singh (PW 
23). 

and Brij Lai Sharma (P W. 31). 

(4) A meeting held in Gabhana at 11 A.M. 

on 8th M^rch, 1971. at which speeches ar^ said 
to hmm been mad** bv Shiv Kuma^ Shastri 
and Prakash Vir Shastri (General Secretary 



Sjbc. 3(ii;j 


THE GAZETTE OF IN DU.’ MARCH 4, 1972/PHALGUNA 14, 1893 IO41 


of the B.K.D.), The witnesses deposing to this 
meeting are Raj Kumar Singh (P.W. 24), Om 
Blr Singh (P.W. 25), Chaitanya Raj Singh 
(P.W. 26) and Deo Dutt Bharadwaj (P.W. 29). 

(5) A meeting held in the village of Beswa at 12.30 
midday on 8th March, 1971, at which Pooran 
Singh Malan, Yogendra Pal Singh and Viren- 
dra Vavma are said to have spoken. This Is 
deposed to by Radha Raman Dhwaj Prasad 
Singh (P.W. 21) and Har Charan Lai (P.W. 22). 

Rebutting evidence has been produced by the 
contesting respondent regarding each one of these 
alleged meetings. Apart from other witnesses, at least 
one of the person alleged to be the Chief speakers on 
each occasion has been examined to deny the allega- 
tions: Virendra Varma (P.W. 7) in the case of the 
Jatari, Iglas and Baswa meetings and Shiv Kumar 
Shagtri (R.W. 14) in respect of the meetings at Gordha 
and Gabhana. In addition we have Mahendra Singh 
(R.W. 3) and Kali Charan (R.W. 4) denying the story 
about the Jatarimeeting; and similar denials have been 
made about the Bordha meeting by Nem Singh Chau- 
han (R.W. 5) and Jaipal Singh (R.W. 6), about the 
Iglas meeting by Virendra Singh (R.W. 9) and Ramesh 
Chandra (R.W. 10) about the Gabhana meeting by Jodh- 
pal Singh (R.W. 11) and Raghunath Prasad Sharma 
(R.W. 12) and about the Beswa meeting by Virendra 
Singh (R.W. 9). 

Regarding all these alleged meetings I find the peti- 
tioner's evidence to be of very poor quality, two wit' 
nesses who depose to the Jatari Incident, Bed Veer 
Singh and Goverdhan Singh (P.Ws. 16 and 17) are 
Congress supporters who have come to Court at the 
instance of a certain congress worker (also named Bed 
Veer Singh) and P.W. 17 was so enthusiastic about 
coming to give evidence that he insisted on paying his 
own fare from Aligarh. Their testmony, such as It is, 
stands effectively rebutted by Mahendra Singh and 
Virdendra Varma (R. Ws. 3 and 7), both of whom are 
alleged to have spoken at the Jatari meeting. Mahen- 
dra Singh (an M.L.A. from the Khair constituency) 
was in Jatari on 7th March, 1971, but flately denies 
that any meeting was held there on that date, while 
Virendra Varma (the then Home Minister of the U.P. 
Government) denies having gone to Jatari at all that 
day. Kali Charan (R.W. 4). a shopkeeper of Jatari, 
also denies that any meeting sponsored by the I?.K.D, 
was held there in the week preceding the date of the 
Poll. In this state of the evidence I have no hesitation 
in holding that the petitioners allegations regarding the 
Jatari meeting remain totally unsubstantiated. 

Similar Is the case with the Gordha meeting. Kesho 
Deo Harayana (P.W. 6) was a prominent Congress (R) 
worker who was canvassing for Yunus Saleem through- 
out the election period, yet he made no writen report 
or complaint either to the election authorities or any- 
one else about the unlawful propaganda that he claims 
to have heard being put forward at the said meeting. 
He says he orally reported the affair to his local Presi- 
dent, who made a note in a file, but no attempt has 
been made to produce or prove that document. 
Khacheru Lai, Subedar Singh and Anand Pal (P.Ws. 8, 
9 nndlO), though very specific about the speeches they 
claim to have heard at Gordha on 7th March, 1971, ate 
extremely vague about other features of the election 
campaign: Khacheru Lai cannot say which party sent 
representatives to his village to canvass votes, nor can 
he name nnv one who came for that purpose, while 
the other two witnesses are unable to give the gist of 
other snpechps which they heard apart from the ones 
of Gordha, The respondent has successfully rebutted 
this weak evidence bv examining two of the persons 
aliped to have spoken at this meeting viz. himself 
(R.W. 14) and Norn Sin eh Chauhan (R,W. Fib Both 
of them have denied being In Gordha at all on 7th 1 
March, 1971; and in addition we have the statement of 


Jaipal Singh (R.W, 6), a shopkeeper who was in Gordha 
Bazar on the day in question, to the effect that no- 
meeting was held there that day between 10 A,M. and 
5 P.M. 

Now we come to the Iglas meeting, alleged to have 
been held there at the Jawahar Inter College at S P.M. 
on 7th March, 1971. Two of the four witnesses produc- 
ed by the petitioner to depose about this, viz Gajendra 
Singh and Ram Das Singh (P. Ws. 18 and 19), who 
were active workers of the B.K.D. parly, state that on 
hearing the allegations against Yunus Saleem and the 
Muslims of Aligarh, they were so impressed that they 
then proceeded to carry on this very propaganda in 
the villages, day and night, in furtherance of Shastri's 
election campaign. They still claim to be in favour 
of the B.K.D, party, even now, and it is difficult to 
understand in the circumstances now they have come 
forward to give evidence in the present case with the 
object of unseating the successful B.K.D. candidate. 
Gajendra Singh said he had come to Court on the re- 
quest of the petitioner, Yunus Saleem, whom he met in 
Delhi purely by chance, because he accompanied some- 
one who happened to be going. to the petitioner’s house. 
Ram Das Singh said he had come to Court merely 
because he had been served with a summons, without 
being asked by anyone to give evidence; and he tried 
to show his independence by asserting that he had even 
paid his own expenses. I am unable to place any re- 
liance on witnesses such as these. Nor are the other 
two any better. Kishan Singh (P.W. 23) is a member 
of the Aligarh District Congress Committee and claims 
to have deliberately gone to the meeting organised by 
the rival party in order to find out what was being 
said* yet he made no report about the unlawful propa- 
ganda carried on at this meeting to the election authori- 
ties. This witness further admits that he was aware 
of the fact that the very meeting itself was illegal, 
since it was being held within 48 hours of the time 
fixed for the close of the polling; but even about this 
he made no report. Brij Lai Sharma (P.W. 31), the 
principal of a local school, was also a Congress (R) 
support, but he too made no report to anyone; and he 
is so enthusiastic about coming to depose for the peti- 
tioner in this case, that he has paid his own expenses 
and has declared that he will not claim reimburse- 
ment, as he considers deposing in this case to be a 
meritorious act. The unreliability of the petitioner’s 
allegations regarding this alleged Iglas meeting stands 
further more revealed by the discrepancy between the 
testimony of these witnesses and the details given in the 
statement of further particulars filed by the petitioner 
on 26th August, 1971. There it was clearly stated that 
among those who addressed the meeting held in Iglas 
at 8 P.M, on 7th March, 1971, was Chaudhari Charan 
Singh; but none of the four witnesses deposes to Chau- 
dhary Charan Singh’s participation in the meeting and 
from the statement of Brij Lai Sharma it is clear that 
Chaudhary Charan Singh did not attend it. 

Two of the persons who are alleged to have spoken 
at this Iglas meeting have come forward on behalf of 
the respondent to deny having done so. These are 
Ramesh Chand (R.W. 10) and Virendra Varma (R.W. 
7). Learned counsel for the petitioner has laid great 
stress on the fact that the third speaker Yogendra Pal 
Singh has not been examined in rebuttal. But it was 
not necessary to examine each and every person who 
was alleged to have made a speech. It was quite suffi- 
cient to my mind to examine one of the principal 
speakers viz. Virendra Varma: and in the circumstan- 
ces of this case I am certainly not prepared to draw 
any adverse inference against the respondent for net 
producing Yogendra Pal Singh as well. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has further tried 
to make caoital out of the admission of Virendra 
Varma (R.W. 7) that he visited a school in Iglas, which 
may have been the Jawahar Inter College, on 7th March, 
1971. But Virendra Varma has explained that when 
he went to Iglas and, otI\er places in the constituency 
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on 7th March, 1971, and 8th March, 1971, it was merely 
in order to meet the B.K.D. workers of those places 
and not to hold any public meeting or to make any 
electlonering speeches- Indeed it is difficult to believe 
that anyone holding the post of Home Minister of the 
State would have deliberately Infringed the provisions 
of section 120 of the Representation of the People Act 
by holding a public meeting at that time. And as a 
matter of fact the frankness of this witness in admit- 
ting his visit to Iglas goes a long way towards estab- 
lishing his bona tides and veracity, for this was a fact 
that might easily have been denied, when there was 
no documentary record of the visit. In the circum- 
stances I am Inclined to believe Virendra Varma when 
he says that on the occasion in question he merely 
spoke to B.K.D. workers and did not address any pub- 
lic meeting, His statement on this point finds corrobo- 
ration in the testimony of Virendra Singh (R,W.9), the 
Secretary of the IgW Tahsil B.K.D, 

Weighing up the evidence produced by both parties 
regarding the alleged speeches at Iglas on 7th March 
1971, I find that the petitioner’s allegations in this con- 
nexion remain completely unsubstantiated* His wit- 
nesses are definitely unreliable and unconvincing and 
their testimony stands fully rebutted by the evidence 
produced by the respondent in reply, 

The next meeting to be considered Is that which Is 
alleged to have been held In Gabhana on 8th March, 
1971. Four witnesses have been produced by the peti- 
tioner to depose to this, but none of them inspires 
confidence. Raj Kumar Singh (P,W, 24), who lives In 
a village 4 miles from Gabhana, would have us believe 
that Shiv Kumar Shastri and Prakash Vir Shastri came 
specially to pick him up and take him to Gabhana in 
their Jeep, so that he could attend the meeting. He 
tries to explain this conduct on their part by suggest- 
ing that he Is related to Shiv Kumar Shastri, but the 
relationship is so remote as to be practically non- 
existent. Om Bir Singh (P.W, 25) has come to give 
evidence on being asked to do so by one Farooq, who 
was one of Yunus Saleem’s workers In the election. 
Chaltananva Raj Singh (P,W. 26), a former M.L.A., 
was admittedly by an active supporter of Yunus 
Salerm in this election: and he admits that he knew that 
no meeting could be legally held on 8th March, 1971. 
vet he made no report to the election authorities or to 
the rvolice about the meeting which he calims to havn 
attended in Gabhana that day. Deo Datt Bharadwa.i 
(P.W. 29) is a chance witness who claim that he 
happened to be passing through Gabhana at the time 
when the meeting was being held: and he is moreover 
a member of the Communist Party, which had an 
‘adiustment* with the Congress (R) for fighting the 
el^c+ions in U-P. None of these witnesses can be con- 
sidered independent or reliable; and their testimony 
jrtands effectively rebutted by the respondent 
SMv Kumar Shastri (R.W. 14), who denies having none 
to Gabhana at all on the date in question, as well as 
by two residents of Gabhana, the Sarpanch Jodh Pal 
Singh (P.W, 11) and a shopkeeper Reghunath Prasad 
Sharma (P.W. 12), who deny that any B.K.D. meeting 
was held there on that date. 

We are now left with the meeting alleged to have 
h*»en held In Beswa on Rth March, 1971. deposed to by 
Radha Raman Dhwai Prasad Singh and Har Charan 
Lai fp.Ws* 21 and 22), The former T have already 
held to be unreliable while discussing issue No, 5: while 
the latter proved to be very vague when questioned 
about other election meetings that he had attended. 
This Har Charan Lai has tried to make out that he 
wac ^upno-ting Shiv Kumar Shastri in the election, 
though he hns now come forward to give evidence 
against him: and he would have us believe that hp came 
to Mlahabad to give evidence just because P.W, 21 
sent him, without being given any indication as to 
why he wa^ being sent. Rebuttal for this evidence, 
though hardly necessary, I? provided by the testimony 


of Virendra Varma (R.W. 7), who denies making any 
speech at Beswa, and by the statement of Virendra 
Singh (R.W. 9), the B.K.D, Secretary of Iglas Tahsil. 

As in the case of the Iglas meeting, so too In the case 
of this Beswa meeting, learned counsel for the petitioner 
has laid stress on the admission of Virendra Varma 
that he visited the village in question on the date when 
the meeting is said to have been held. But here too 
we have Virendra Varma’s assertion that he had gone 
there merely to meet the B.K.D. workers and did not 
address any public meeting; and I accept this statement 
as true for the reasons already given when discussing 
the Iglas meeting. The failure of the respondent No 
examine Yogendra Pal Singh has also been commented 
upon in relation to the Beswa meeting; but since one 
of the persons alleged to be the principal sneakers, viz, 
Virendra Varma, has been examined, I see no necessity 
for examining Yogendra Pal Singh as well and am not 
prepared to draw any adverse inference from his non- 
production. 

The result is that none of the charge based on the 
speeches said to have been made at the meeting at 
Jatari, Gordha, Iglas, Gabhana and Beswa has been 
established. Issues 8, 8-A, 9, 10 and 11 are accordingly 
decided against the petitioner. 

Issue No. 12. 

In view of the decisions given In the preceding 
Issues* no corrupt practice, as defined in clause (1), 
(2), (3), (3-A) and (4) of section 123 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, has been nroved to have been 
committed by respondent No* 1* This issue is accord- 
ingly decided against the petitioner* 

Issue No. 13. 

The petition must fail, In view of the findings given 
on the other issues, and the petitioner is entitled to 
no relief, 

Ordef 

The petition is accordingly dismissed. The respon- 
dents Shiv Shastri, pooran Singh Malan and the Chief 
Election Commissioner will be entitled to recover their 
costs, estimated at Ps, 600/-, Hs. 100/- and Rs, i 00/- 

respectively. 

Sd./- W. B. 

Dated 21st December. 1971. 

[No. 82/8 of 1971 /UP/72.] 

New Delhi, the 14 th February 1972 

S.O. 849.^In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-section 
(2) of section U6C of the Representation of the People 
Act. 1951* the Election Commission hereby publishes the 
judgement dated the 2nd February, 1972 of the Supreme 
Court of India in Civil Appeal No. 90°(NCE) of 1971 
against the judgement of the High Court of judicature 
at Patna in Election Petition No. 2 of 1970. 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
Civil Appeal No. 909 of 1971 
N. E. Horo Appellant 

Vs 

Smt. Jahan Ara Jaipal Singh Respondent 

JUDGMENT 

GROVER, J. 

This is an appeal from a judgment of the Patna 
Hitrh Court bold in i? that the nomination papers of the 
respondent Smt* Jahan Ara Jaipal Singh had been ille- 
gally rejected by the Returning Officer. For that 
reason the election of the returned candidate Shri N. E* 
Horo from the 51 Khunti Parliamentary (Scheduled 
Tribe) Constitutncy in the State of Bihar was set aside* 
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On May 1, 1970 the Election Commission of India 
issued a notification calling upon the above-named 
Parliamentary Constituency to elect a Member to the 
Lok Sabha in the vacancy caused by the death o f 
late Shri Jaipal Singh. The last date for filing the 
nomination papers was May 8, 1970. The date for scru- 
tiny was May 1970. Several persons filed nomination 
papers including Theodore Bodra and others, iwo 
nomination papers were filed on behalf of the respon- 
dent who was a Congress (Ruling) candidate for the 
aforesaid by-election. According to the respondent she 
was the widow of late Shri Jaipal Singh and was a 
member of the Munda Scheduled Tribe in the State of 
Bihar. Sne nied certain certificates to that effect. 
Bodra filed an o ejection petition to the nomination 
papers of the respondent. The Returning Officer, after 
hearing arguments, passed an order rejectmg the nomi- 
nation papers ot the respondent The nomination 
papers of all the other candidates were accepted. After 
the polling took p A ace the result of the election was 
announced on June 3, 1970 and the appellant Shri Hoto 
was declared elected to the Lok Sabha. On July 8, 1970 
the respondent filed an election petition. 

In the election petition it was stated inter alia that 
the petitioner (who is now respondent before us) was 
the widow of late Shri Jaipal Singh and belonged to 
the Munda Scheduled Tribe although she was a Chris- 
tian by religion. It was averred in paragraph 3 of the 
petition that according to the Munda Customary Law 
when a Munda male married outside the Munda Tribe 
if his marriage s accepted by the Tribe he continues 
to be a member of that Tribe and his wife also acquires 
its membership. It was pleaded that the wife being a 
member of her husband's family had the right of 
succession to her husband’s property as well. In para 4 
of the petition it was stated that xhe petitioner ^ras a 
Tamil by birth. She married late Shri Jaipal Singh in 
the year 1954 according to the rights and rituals of 
Mundas in the presence of Parha Raja. Parha Munda, 
Parha Pahan, relatives of the deceased and the mem- 
bers of the Tribe at Morabadi a Mohalla of Ranchi. In 
paragraph 5 the ceremonies which were performed 
according to Munda custom were mentioned. Th^se 
ceremonies inter alia were the washing of the wife’s 
feat by the elder sister of the husband and the holding 
of the feast of the male goat meat and drinks of Handia 
etc. A new name was given by her mother-in-Law to 
the petitioner, that name being Lankashri. All these 
functions were witnessed by Parha Raja, Parha Munda, 
Parha Pahan and other members of the Tribe. In 
paragraph 6 more details were given of the various 
other ceremonies also which were performed in connec- 
tion with the marriage. After referring to the relevant 
provisions of the Representation of People Act 1951, 
hereinafter called the ‘Act’, it was stated that the 
Returning Officer had illegally allowed irrelevant per- 
sonal aspersions to be cast against the petitioner by her 
opponents. It was alleged that the Returning Officer 
had been influenced by Bodra who was the Chairman 
of the Bihar Legislative Council. The decision of the 
Returning Officer that the status of a Munda could be 
acquired only by birth and not by marriage and that 
the petitioner did not belong to the Munda Scheduled 
Tribe was challenged principally oiuthe ground that the 
Returning Officer had not considered the custom ky 
which if a Munda male marries a woman not belonging 
to Munda Tribe and that is accepted by the Tribe the 
wife acquires the membership thereof. 

In his written statement the returned candidate 
Shri Horo maintained that even though the election 
petitioner might be living as wife of late Shri Jaipal 
Singh she was nefver married in accordance with the 
custom of the Munda Tribe prevalent in Chhota 
Nagpur. It was denied that she was ever accepted as 
a member of the Munda community as no such custom 
is prevalent in that community. It was denied that the 
ceremonies and rituals mentioned in the election peti- 
tion had Ijeen performed in respect of the marriage of 
the election petitioner with the late Shri Jaipal Singh. 


In paragraph 25 of the written statement it was assert- 
ed that a mm-Mfifida merely by virtue of the marriage 
with a Munda could not ipso facto become a Munda. 
If a person was not born of a father belonging to a 
Scheduled Tribe he or she could not legally claim to be 
a member of the said Tribe. It was asserted that since 
the election petitioner was not the daughter of a mem- 
ber of the Munda Tribe she could not claim to be a 
member of that Scheduled Tribe. The allegations of 
mala ftdea made against the Returning Officer were 
described as baseless and extraneous. 

During the pendency of the election petition the Lok 
Sabha was dissolved on December 27, 1970. A petition 
was filed before the High Court on behalf of Shri Horo 
that the election petition should be dismissed as having 
become infructuous. The court, made an order on 
January 14, 1971 holding that the election petition could 
not be dismissed on that ground. 

On the pleadings of the parties seven issues were 
framed. Issues 1, 2 and 3 which are material need be 
mentioned. 

(1) Is the election petition maintainable? 

(2) Whether the petitioner was the legally married 
wife of late Shri J,aipal Singh according to the custom 
of Munda Tribe prevalent in Chhota Nagpur? 

(3) Whether the petitioner could legally acquire the 
status of a ‘Munda by virtue of her marriage to late 
Shri Jaipal Singh and whether she had been accepted 
as a member of the Munda Tribe by the said Tribe? 

It may be mentioned that so far as issue No, 1 was 
concerned the objection taken was that the election pe- 
tition was defective on account of the non-joinder of 
necessary parties. When the election petition was filed 
only Shri Horo the returned candidate was impleaded 
but subsequently a petition was filed on behalf of the 
election petitioner making a prayer that the other con- 
testing candidates were also necessary parties and 
should be impleaded. The court directed that they be 
added as parties. . Shri Bodra who was one of the con- 
testing parties was consequently impleaded as a party. 
Later on it was prayed on behalf of the petitioner that 
on a further consideration it was found that the per- 
sons who had been subsequently added were not neces- 
sary parties and their names might be deleted. 
Bodra’s name was therefore deleted. The argument 
raised before the High Court was that Bodra being a 
necessaiy party to the petition under clause (b) of 
section 82 of the Act the petition became defective as 
soon as his name was struck off at the instance of the 
election petitioner. The High Court was of the view 
that although in paragraph 21 of the election petition 
an allegation had been made that Bodra had influenced 
the Returning Officer no evidence was led on that point 
and the case of the election petitioner was based solely 
on the ground that the nomination paper had been ille- 
gally and improperly rejected. No relief had been 
sought on the ground that undue influence had been 
exercised on the Returning Officer by .Bodra. The 
High Court was also of the view that the allegation 
made in the election petition that Bodra had exercised 
his influence in getting the nomination paper of the 
election petitioner rejected did not fall within the 
amfbit and scope of sub-section (7) of section 123 of the 
Act. The contention that the petition was not main- 
tainable was consequently rejected. 

On the main issues, namely (2) and (3) it was ex- 
pressly stated in the judgment that the factum of the 
marriage of the election petitioner with the late 
Shri Jaipal Singh had not been disputed. The real con- 
troversy between the parties in the High Court centered 
round the point whether the marriage was in such 
form that the wife acquired the membership of the 
Tribe. According to the arguments on behalf of 
Shri Horo as the election petitioner was not a Munda 
she could not belong to the Munda Tribe and that by 
marriage such a status could never be acquired. Tfie 
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High Court examined the evidence relating to the ques- 
tion whether the marriage of' the election petitioner 
with late Shri Jaipal Singh had been performed in 
acgprdance with the Munda custom and was in such 
form that she was accepted and treated as a member 
pf the Munda Tribe* The court also considered the 
various authoritative books and other works relating 
to the Mundas and came to the conclusion that on a 
survey of the entire evidence and the circumstances 
there was no reason to discredit the evidence which 
had been led on behalf of the petitioner that she was 
married according to the Munda custom and that it 
was with the approval and sanction of the Tribe that 
she had fbeen accepted as a member of the Munda 
tribe 

The first contention raised by Mr. Frank Anthony on 
behalf of the appellant relates to issue No. 1. It has 
been maintained by him that Bodra was a necessary 
Party. Apart from the fact that he was the only per- 
son who had filed a written objection to the nomination 
of the respondent the election petition filed by the res- 
pondent contained serious allegations of corrupt prac- 
tice against Bodra. As he had been given up as a party 
although impleaded at one stage the petition became 
defective and was not maintainable. According to 
clause (b) of section 82 of the Act the petitioner must 
join as a respondent any candidate against whom alle- 
gations of any corrupt practices are made in the peti- 
tion. Section 86(1) provides that the High Court shall 
dismiss an erection petition which does not comply 
inter alia with the provisions of section 81- 

There can be little doubt that if the allegations made 
in the election petition against Bodra amounted to the 
commission of a corrupt practice by him it was obli- 
gatory on the part of the election petitioner to join 
him as a respondent to the petition. It is equally clear 
that in that event the petition wopld have become 
liable to dismissal. For finding out what a corrupt 
practice is we have to turn to section 128 of the Act. 
According to Mr- Anthony the allegations made against 
Bodra fell within sufb-seetion (7) of section 128 which 
is in the following terms: 

S. 123” The following shall be deemed to be corrupt 
practices for the purposes of this Act : — 


(7) The obtaining or procuring or abetting or 
attempting to obtain or procure by a candidate 
or his agent or, by any other person with the 
consent of a candidate or his election agent, 
any assistance other than the giving of vote 
for the furtherance of the prospects of that 
candidate’s election, from any person in the 
service of the Government and belonging to 
any of the following classes, namely : — 

(a) gazetted officers; 

(b) stipendiary judges and magistrates; 

(c) members of the armed forces of the 

Union; 

(d) members of the police forces; 

(e) excise officers; 

(f) revenue officers other than village revenue 
officers known as lambardars, malguzars, 
patels, deshmykhs or by any other name, 
whose duty is to collect land revenue and 
who are remunerated by a share of, or 
commission on, the amount of land reve- 
nue collected by them but who do not 
discharge any police functions and 

(g) such other class of persons in the service 
of the Government as may he pres- 
cribed. 

Explanation. — (1) In this section the expression 
"agent” includes an election agent, a polling agent 
and any person who is held to have acted as an agent 
in connection with the election with the consent of 
the candidate. 


(2) For the purposes of clause (7) a person shall be 
deemed to assist in the furtherance of the prospects 
of a candidate’s election if he acts as an election 
agent of that candidate”. 

The allegations against Bodra are contained in para 
21 of the election petition which may be set out : 

“That the Returning Officer, while hearing the 
objections illegally allowed irrelevant per- 
sonal aspersions to be cast against the peti- 
tioner by her opponents and ihe aforesaid 
Shree Theodore Bodra even after protests 
made by and on behalf of the petitioner, 
Shrimati Jahanara Jaipal Singh, against the 
same”. 

A plain reading of the above paragraph shows 
that no such allegation was made that Bodra had 
influenced the Returning Officer for the purpose men- 
tioned in section 123(7) of the Act. The essential in- 
redlent of that provision is to obtain procure etc. 
y a candidate of any assistance (other than the giving 
of a vote) for the furtherance of the prospects of that 
candidate’s election from any person in service of the 
Government and belonging to the classes mentioned 
in the sub-section. There is absolutely no allegation 
or suggestion in para 2] that the Returning Officer 
was influenced by Bodra for the puipose of rendering 
assistance for the furtherance of the prospects of the 
election of Smt. Jahanara Jaipm Singh, All that has 
been stated in that paragraph is that while hearing 
the objection the Returning Officer allowed irrelevant 
personal aspersions to he cast against the election peti- 
tioner by her opponents and Bodra. It was further 
stated that on inquiry the election petitioner came to 
learn that the Returning Officer had been influenced 
by Bodra. This influence apparently can have refer- 
ence only to the conduct or act of the Returning Officeiv 
in allowing personal aspersions to be cast against the^ 
election petitioner. Even by stretching the language 
it is not possible to discover any of the ingredients 
which wouid constitute a corrupt practice under 
section 123(7) of the Act. Faced with this situation 
Mr, Anthony sought to rely on sub-section (2) of sec- 
tion 123 the relevant part of which is as follows — 

“(2) Undue influence, that is to say, any direct or 
indirect interference or attempt to interfere on 
the part of the candidate or his agent, or of 
any other person with the consent of the can- 
didate or his election agent with the free 
exercise of any electoral right : 

Provided that — “ ” 

It is not possible to comprehend how the allega- 
tion contained in para 21 can be understood to amount 
to a suggestion of direct or Indirect Interference or 
attempt to interfere on the part of the candidate etc. 
with the free exercise of any electoral right. We are 
accordingly satisfied that no allegation of any corrupt 
practice had been made in the election petition 
against Bodra and therefore he was not a necessary 
party within section 82 of the Act. In this view of 
the matter it is not necessary to examine the criticism 
of Mr. Anthony of that part of the judgment of the 
High Court according to which one of the reasons 
given for deciding issue No. t 1 in favour of the present 
respondent was that no relief had been sought on the 
ground that undue influence had been exercised on the 
Returning Officer by Bodra and that no evidence was 
led on that point. 

On issues 2 and 3 Mr. Anthony has raised three 
main points. The first was that the respondent who 
was a Christian by birth was a divorcee and according 
to her own statement the decree nisi in the divorce 
proceedings had been made absolute on May 6, 19S4, 
According to her she got married to late Shri Jaipal 
Singh on May 7, 1954, This marriage was a nullity 
as under seetino 57 of the Indian Divorce Act 1869 
she could not enter into a second marriage until after 
the expiry of eix months from the date the decree had 
(been made absolute. Secondly the High Court had 
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palpably erred in holding that the respondent had 
become a member of the Munda tribe by marrying 
Shri Jaipal Singh and set aside the order of the 
Returning Officer who had held that she was a Chris- 
tian by birth and Munda tribe being an ethnic group 
its membership could not be acquired by marriage but 
could be acquired only by birth. Thirdly it has been 
strongly urged that the respondent failed to prove the 
custom that a non-Munda could Dpe initiated into the 
tribe as its full Hedged member either by performance 
of certain rituals and ceremonies or by the acceptance 
as such by the tribe or its panchayat. 

As regards the first point it was never canvassed or 
argued before the; High Court. No plea was taken by 
Shri Horo in the written statement that there could 
be no valid marriage between the respondent and 
late Shri Jaipal Singh owing ot the provisions contain- 
ed in section 57 of t'he Indian Divorce Act 1869 until 
after the lapse of a period of six months from the date 
the decree of divorce was made absolute. None of 
the issues which was framed by the High Court in- 
volve the question now sought to be agitated based on 
the provisions of section 57 of the Indian Divorce Act. 
It appears that advantage is sought to be taken from 
the statement of the respondent about the various 
dates when the decree absolute was granted and the 
date when the marriage took place between the res- 
pondent and late Shri Jaipal Singh, In the absence 
of any pleadings or issues no material has been 
placed on tho record to show that in view of the pio- 
visions of section 57 of the aforesaid Act there could 
not be a valid marriage according to the Munda 
customery law. It must be remembered that the 
respondent contracted a marriage with late Shri JaipaJ 
Singh according to Munda rights and ceremonies and 
not as one Christian marrying another Christian. Nor 
was the matter pursued in crogs-ex animation of the 
respondent and she was not asked as to how she could 
get over the bar of section 57 in the way of re- 
marriage before the expiry of the prescribed period 
In these circumstances we do not consider that such 
a point can be allowed to be agitated for the first time 
before this court. 

On the second and the third points a great deal of 
reliance has been placed on the following statement in 
the well known book of S L ,C, Roy "Mundas and their 
country”, 1912 Edn. : — 

‘The Munda tribe is divided into a large 
number of exogamous groups called kills, 
According to Munda tradition, all the mem- 
bers of the same Kili are descended from one 
common ancestor. But. such a tradition may 
not be Quite correct with regard to the original 
kills. Though exogamous as regards the kills, 
the Mundas are endogamous so far as other 
tribes are concerned, Thus, there can now be 
no valid marriage, according to Munda cus- 
tom, between a Munda and the member of 
any other ‘kolarian 1 tribe, such as the Santals, 
the Kharlas, the Asurs, or the Bir-hors ' 

According to Roy the family came to be evolved 
from tribes and sub-tribes. Communal marriage was 
superseded by the individual marriage and Matriarchal 
Age was superseded by Patriarchal. Kinship came to 
be traced not as before, though a common female 
ancestor but through a male ancestor. D. N. Mazum- 
dar in his work on the Ho tribe entitled “Affairs of a 
Tribe”, 1950 Edn. points out that the rule of endogamy 
has its base in superstitious belief. According to him 
villages which are closely allied by ties of marriage 
are those which share the same God and Spirits and 
the same Deonwa. The influence of Deonwas, in other 
words, the knowledge of the Bongas of an area, deter- 
mines the limit of exogamy, for there is a risk in 
marrying in villages the Bongas of which ure un- 
known : (pp, 237-238), From the account given by 
S. C. Roy himself it appears thal according to the 
Munda custom the rule of endogamy Is not absolute; 


for instance, in the case of Munda female married or 
unmarried found to have gone astray with a man of 
a different caste or tribe, it is said, that the latter is 
summoned before a Panchayat and a heavy fine is 
imposed on the lover and the fine, if realised, is paid 
as compensation to the parents of the seduced maiden 
or the husband of the rqarried female and the seducer 
is compelled to take the girl or women as wife or a 
mistress and in case of refusal (which is rare) to sub- 
mit to the orders of the Panchayat, The family of the 
seduced female remains outcaste until a purificatory 
ceremony is performed and thus restored to caste. 
The members of the family then cook rice and pulse 
and themscives distribute the food to the assembled 
relatives: (see pp. 544-545.) 

The question that has to be enquired into is whether 
the strict rule of endogamy of the Munda tribe has 
been deviated from and whether custom has sanction- 
ed such deviation. D. N. Mazumdar in his work 
“Races and Cultures of India” deals with tribal organ- 
isations in Chapter 17. According to him the defini- 
tion that is found in the current literature on the sub- 
ject is given in the Imperial Gazetteer which is, “A 
tribe is a collection of families bearing a common name, 
speaking a common dialect occupying or professing to 
occupy a common territory and is not usually endp^a- 
mous though originally it might have been so”« 
Endogamy is an essential feature of the tribe though 
inter-trilbal marriages are breaking the limits of 
endogamy. It is further stated by him that “the 
importance of the blood bond or the kinship group is 
forced to the background, the communal economy of 
the clan is superseded by the individual desire for 
gain and property, money assumes an importance it 
seldom had before, and the ties of reciprocity and 
mutallty of obligation are reoriented to suit new con- 
ditions- Tribal custom and practices which established 
social life lose their value and the choice of leader and 
of mate is guided by different considerations”. The 
Munda tribe cannot be said to be immune from the 
above process of change in their social organisation. 
Changes in their belief^ customs, traditions and prac- 
tices nave taken place under the Influence of Hindu- 
ism, Charistianity, and on account of the impact of 
western education, urbanisation, industrialisation and 
improved means of communication. The sense of in- 
dividualism and lack of love for the traditional code 
of conduct and social taboos are stated to be apparent 
among the emerging urban-industrial oriented adivasi 
communities. 

D. N, Mazumdar has made an intensive study of the 
rule of endogamy among the Ho tribe which is an 
off-shoot of the Munda tribe, A reference to the Ho 
practice may, therefore, help us in understanding the 
practice among the Mundas. According to D* N* 
Mazumdar “A Ho does not marry outside the tribe 
as a rule but there is today no legal or social prohibi- 
tion against his doing so. Though tribal code has re- 
laxed considerably those who work in the mining and 
industrial centres in and outside Kolhan contract such 
alliances and when they come back to their villages 
they are not outcasted by the society: (pp, 124-125, 
"Races and cultures of India”). At another place he 
records: — - 

"The endogamy of the tribe is not sacred today, 
with the result that many marriages have 
taken place between the Hos and other tribes 
Liaison between Dlku men and Ho girls is 
increasing, and cases that have occured in 
Chaibas^a during the last ten years or so 
would fill a volume. Thus, there being no 
longer any deterrent to mating with strangers, 
social authority vested in the Killi punch has 
to exercise its prerogative to ensure a compli- 
ance with social traditions. Killi exogamy 
has not led to an indiscriminate alliance bet- 
ween the different killis and as far as our 
knowledge goes, taboo on marriage outside 
a particular local area can be traced to a 
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dread of unfamiliar Bongas who were con- 
ceived as hostile, and therefore dangerous”. 
<P, 236) . 

L. P. Vldyarthi in his work mentioned before based on 
his study of the social life of the Oraon and Munda 
tribes Jiving in the city of Ranchi points out that a 
good number of cases of marriage between tribals and 
non-tribals have occured and that in his investigation 
he came across 53 cases of non-tribal males marrying 
tribal girls, He points out that greater percentage ot 
love marriages and marriages by ‘Kept r have been 
socially disapproved while 83.3 per cent and 100 per 
cent of arranged and legal (civil) marriages have been 
approved. (See pages 102-103). 


We may now deal with the evidence produced by 
the parties on the above points. P.W. 1 who was 
working as District Welfare Officer m May 1970 at 
Ranchi and who belongs to the Munda tribe stated 
that if a Munda male married a non-Munda girl and 
such marriage was accepted by the society it would 
be a valid and proper marriage. The wife would, 
therefore, be accepted as a member of the tribe. He 
had himself married on Oraon girl and his wife though 
a non-Munda had been accepted as a member of the 
Munda tribe. He further deposed that if the Munda 
married a non-Munda a feast is given and if the 
elders of the society accept the marriage and partici- 
pate in the feast that by itself would show that the 
tribal society has accepted the marriage and the wife 
has become a member of the tribe. P.W. 2 who is a 
nephew of the late Shri Jaipal Singh gave details of 
the ceremonies which were performed when marriage 
between his uncle and the respondent took place. 
After the performance of those ceremonies the mem- 
bers of the tribe and the family declared that the res- 
pondent had been accepted as a member of the tribe, 
He himself is married to a non-Munda girl though he 
was married according to Munda marriages rights as 
well as according to Hindu law. P.W. 3 who was at 
the material time working as Assistant Director in 
Sociology^ Bihar Tribal Welfare Institute, stated that 
he had been doing research on the subject of Bihar 
Tribal Marriage and Family Transformation with spe- 
cial reference to Family law. One of his major duties 
was to ascertain the members of different tribes and 
facta relating to the subject of his research. Accord- 
ing to his evidence a Munda male can marry a non- 
Munda girl, After adopting a special procedure in 
some cases a non-Munda wife is accepted as a member 
of the tribe. A certain procedure or formality has to 
be gone through. The Council of eldres of the tribal 
people ha v s to he consulted and the special reason for 
the marriage is to be stated. Then various rituals are 
gone through and the marriage is allowed by the 
elders. He gave instances where a Munda male had 
married a non-Munda girl and their marriage had 
been accepted by the tribal people. One of these ins- 
tances given by him related to persons belonging to 
the Santhals and Ho tribes. He maintained that the 
customs prevalent among these tribes were broadly 
the same as among the Mundas. In cross-examina- 
tion he stated that he had met the members of the 
Munda elder council and he had remained in touch 
with .that council since 1952, He had made special 
research of .To jo Hatu which was a Munda village 
He claimed to have submitted a report to the gov- 
ernment in which he had collected hundreds of cases 
where a girl of a particular tribe had married outside 
her tribe. P.W. 4, was the Superintendent of the 
Anthropological Survey of India, Ministry of Educa- 
tion. As an Anthropologist he had to undertake full 
study in different parts of India mostly among the tri- 
bal community, He had studied Munda tribal customs 
which assignment had been given to him in 1965-66. 
In course of the research he found that a Munda 
could marry a non-Munda girl even before 1954, He 
gave three kinds of unusual marriages one of which 
was where a Munda male married a non-Munda fe- 
male. The social consequences of that marriage was 
called Jati Bora, That meant that the Munda male 


had committed an offence against the whole commu- 
nity, Normally he would be ostracised along with 
Ins family but there was a process by which he and 
his wife could be admitted into the community. This 
process was known ‘Niyar' which means ,f to bring in 
or take in". The offending party invites the members 
of the Pcirha gives them a lest at which a white gcat 
is sacrificed and the blood is smeared on the body of 
the bov and the girl along with larmolik and then 
they are allowed to sit along with the members of 
the community in the same Pankti. After that they 
are formally considered as members of the community. 
He was specifically asked a question with regard to 
the manner In which a Munda boy marrying a non- 
Munda girl would be accepted by the community and 
his reply was that In his opinion the parka was the 
ultimate authority in the matter of acceptance of a 
non-Munda girl in the community. If a Parha accept- 
ed her that was iinal. In cross-examination he stated 
that if a marriage of the nature under discussion ifl 
not approved by Parha he did not think it would be 
accepted by the members of the society. It may be 
mentioned that the evidence of this witness has been 
subjected to a good deal criticism by Mr. Anthony for 
the reason that he was only expressing an opinion on 
the last matter and was not making a definite state- 
ment of fact, P.W. 5, who was attached to the office 
of Deputy Commissioner, Palamau, gave an account of 
the ceremonies which were performed of the marriage 
between the respondent and late Shri Jaipal Singh. 
According to him the elders of the community un- 
animously decided that since permission had been 
given by the elders they would be taken as members 
of the tribe. He denied the suggestion that it was on 
account of the influence of late Shri Jaipal Singh that 
Pahans had given sanction to the marriage. Accord- 
ing to him there had been other cases also where such 
sanction had been given, 

P.W. 8 who claimed to be a Parha Raja of three 
Parhas, vis,, Takara Parha, Sada Parha and Sagha 
Parha comprising 36 villages also gave evidence about 
the ceremonies which were performed at the marriage 
of late Shri Jaipal Singh with the respondent. After 
the performance of the ceremonies the Samaj of the 
Munda tribe accepted the marriage, according to him. 
He deposed to other instances where Munda had 
married non -Mundas. He had attended u marriage of 
a Munda who had married a Ho girl. Sanction was 
giyen by the elders to that marriage, It is unneces- 
sary to refer to the evidence of P.W. 10 who is also 
a Pahan and who claimed to have been present at 
the time of the marriage in question. He made a 
statement which has been subjected to justifiable 
criticism by Mr. Anthony about the document Exht- 
3, His evidence, therefore, does not deserve consi- 
deration, Out of the witnesses examined on behalf 
of the respondent mention may be made of the state- 
ment of Shri Horo himself wlio appeared as R.W. 6. 
After stating that the late Shri Jaipal Singh who was 
a leader of the Jharkhand Party and was an Adivasl 
and a Munda professing the Christian religion, he 
affirmed that the respondent did not have the right 
and status of a Munda on the basis of established 
custom. He admitted that there was a custom that a 
Munda who had been ex-communicated from the tribe 
could be taken back but according to him that person 
must bs a Munda and no non-Munda could be ac- 
cepted as a member of the tribe. The Munda could 
of course marry a non-Munda but In the manner in 
which the Munda usually married a Munda The 
custom among the Mundas is changing and it' is dyna- 
mic and not static. 


According to the observations of the High Court 
Shri Horo did not examine any witness on his behalf 
who could say that he had made a special study and 
reseai'ch of the marriage custom of the Munda tribe 
and that such a marriage was not acceptable In the 
present times in spite of all the changes which have 
taken place In the life and social structure of the 
community owing to the impact of the various factors 



1047 


Sec. 3(d)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 4, 1972/PHALGUNA 14, 1893 


which have been mentioned in the authoritative stu- which commended itself to the Assam High Court can 
dies of eminent Anthropologists mentioned before. hardly be regarded as unsound. 


Our attention has been drawn by Mr. Anthony to 
certain decisions for the proposition that in a tribe 
which is endogamous birth alone can confer the sta- 
tus of membership of the tribal community. In 
V. V. Girhv D. Snri Dora and Others one of the ques- 
tions raised was whether respondent No. 1 in that 
case had ceased to be a member of the Scheduled 
Tribe at the material time because he had become a 
Kshtriya. This court observed that it was essential 
to bear in mind the broad and recognised features of 
the hierarchical social stricture prevalent amongst the 
Hindus. It was considered enough to state that what- 
ever might have been the origin of the Hindu castes 
and tribes in ancient times, gradually status came to 
be based on birth alone. It was pointed out that a 
person who belonged by birth to a depressed caste or 
tribe would find it very difficult, if not impossible, tp 
attain the status of a higher caste amongst the Hindus 
by virtue of his volition, education, culture and status. 
We are unable to see how this case can be of any 
assistance in deciding the matter before us, namely, 
whether a non-Munda can by marriage be recognised 
as a member of the Munda tribe in certain circums- 
tances. 

The High Court, after discussing the evidence and 
referring to other authoritative books like Tribes 
and Castes of Bengal” by H. H, Risley and “Encyclo- 
paedia Mundarica” by Rev. John Hoffman as also the 
statement In Encyclopaedia Britannica, Vol. 15, and 
the Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethics by James 
Hastings, Vol, IX apart from the work of J. Reid, 
LC.S., on Chhota Nagpur Tenancy Act, observed that 
although originally very severe restrictions were im- 
posed amongst the Mundas as far as marriage in their 
own Kill or sect was concerned. The process of 
Munda assimilation to the larger Indian society facili- 
tated by improved communications and the introduc- 
tion of formal system of education was being accelera- 
ted under the independent Government of India. In 
Encyclopaedia Britannica, Vol. 15 in the Chapter re- 
lating to Mundas it is also mentioned. “The Munda 
speaking people, with the other Indian tribal groups, 
are being encouraged to adopt new customs and to 
become fully participating members of Indian society’ 1 , 
(page 991). Similarly in the Encyclopaedia of Religion 
and Ethics by James Hastings, Vol. IX, it has been 
stated as to how Munda customs are being changed 
with the impact of the influence of Christianity. Re- 
ferring to the Chapter in Reid's book it has been 
noticed by the High Court that according to the Munda 
conception a wife becomes a member of the KiZi of 
her husband by le^al Action, The High Court further 
relied on the decision in Wilson Rcads*v C. 5, Booth 
in which it was held that the question whether a per- 
son can he regarded as a member of the Khasi tribe 
was a question of fact depending upon the evidence 
produced in the case. It was held that the whole 
object of reserving a seat for a particular tribe was 
to afford the community, as a whole, a right of repre- 
sentation and therefore the question of the member- 
ship of a particular individual of that community 
oould not be considered divorced from the very object 
of legislation. Thus the conduct of the community 
which had been given the right of special representa- 
tion^ the manner and how the community regarded a 
particular individual and whether the community as 
a whole intended to take the individual within its 
fold were all matters which would be relevant for 
consideration of the question whether a particular 
person couid be regarded as a member of the Sche- 
duled Tribe. The High Court was alive to the fact 
and this point of distinction has been greatly empha- 
sised bv Mr. Anthony that in that case the appellant 
claimed to be a Khasi, his father being a European and 
his mother a member of the Khasi tribe. Even though 
the facts were different, the approach in such matters 

(1) 21 E.L. R. m. ~ ~ ' 


It appears to us, on a full consideration of the en- 
tire material, that the following matters stand estab- 
lished in the present case: — 

( 1 ) The Mundas are endogenous and inter-mar- 
riage with non-Mundas is normally prohibit- 
ed. 

(2) That a Munda male along with his family on 
marrying a non-Munda girl is often ex- 
communicated or outcasted. 

(3) That the rule of endogamy is not so rigid 
that a Munda cannot marry a non-Munda 
after performing special ceremonies. 

(4) That such marriages have been and are being 
sanctioned by the Parha Panchayat. 

(5) That where a Munda male and his family are 
outcasted for marrying a non-Munda they 
are admitted to the tribe after certain special 
ceremonies are performed. 

Even in the account given by S. C. Roy as well as 
by P.W. 4 a Munda male is ex-communicated for 
marrying a non-Munda girl but such ex-communica- 
tion is not automatic. It is left to the discretion of 
the panchayat. If the panchayat approved of a parti- 
cular marriage with a non-Munda then no question of 
ex-communication arises. Thus several Inroads ap- 
pears to have been made on the rigid system of endo- 
gamy which might have existed at one time but over 
the course of years several matters are left to be de- 
cided by the panchayat or elders of the tribe Itself. 
There is no evidence whatsoever that the late Shri 
Jaipal Singh was ex- communicated or outcasted be- 
cause he had married a non-Munda. On the contrary 
there is abundant evidence that his marriage was ac- 
cepted as valid and was approved by the Parha or 
the elders of the tribe. 


Reverting to the argument that a non-Munda wo- 
man cannot become a member of the Munda tribe by 
marriage even if the marriage be valid because the 
Mundas are a patriarchical society and constitute an 
ethnic group, we have already referred to the evi- 
dence of the witnesses produced by the respondent 
who had made special research in the matter and even 
if we exclude the opinion of P.W. 4 who was Superin- 
dent of Anthropological Survey of India that the 
Parha was the Anal authority in the matter of ac- 
ceptance of a non-Munda girl in the community hut 
the rest of his evidence cannot be brushed aside. 
Form ail this evidence it is proved that once the mar- 
riage of a Munda male with a non-Munda female is 
approved or sanctioned by the Parha panchayat they 
become members of the community. The contention 
of Mr. Anthony that a person can be Munda by birth 
alone can be sustained only if the custom of endogamy 
is established without any exception. We have al- 
ready held that the rule of endogamy has not been 
proved to exist in the rigid or strict form canvassed 
by Mr. Anthony. That rule has not been strictly 
followed and the marriage of a Munda male with a 
non-Munda woman has been and is being approved 
and sanctioned by the Parha panchayat. If a non- 
Munda woman’s marriage with a Munda male is valid 
it is difficult to say that she will not become a mem- 
ber of the Munda tribe. The concept of a tribe is 
bound to undergo changes, when numerous social 
economic, educational and other like factors in a pro-' 
gressive country start having their impact, It is note- 
worthy that a Hinduised Munda and a Munda con- 
verted to Christianity can intef-marry and conversion 
to Christianity has not become an obstacle in the way 
of such marriage among the Mundas, Mr. Horo him- 
™ f m all fairness affirmed that custom amnn^ the 
Mundas w'ic not static but was dynamic and waa 
changing. We do not find cogent or weighty reasons 


(2) AJ.R. 1959 Appaip 12$, 
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for disagreeing with the view of the High Court on 
the points under discussion. 

We may also refer to Article 330 of the Constitution 
according 5 ^ to which the seats reserved for the Sche- 
duled Tribes are to be reserved in the House of the 
House of the People, inter alia « for members of these 
Tribes. Under s, 33(2) of the Act a candidate for a 
reserved seat has to file a declaration specifying a 
particular caste or tribe of which he is a member. 
Article 342(1) empowers the President to specify the 
tribes or tribal communities or parts of or groups 
within tribes or tribal communities which shall, for 
the purposes of the Constitution, be deemed to be 
Scheduled Tribes In relation to the State or Union 
territory as the case may be. In Parts 1 to 12 of the 
Schedule to the Constitution (Scheduled Tribes) 
Order 1952 are .specified the tribes or tribal communi- 
ties or parts of or groups within the tribes or tribal 
communities who are to be deemed to be Scheduled 
tribes. Munda is on e of such specified tribes or tribal 
communities. It can well be said that the 
"tribal community' 1 has a wider connotation than the 
expression "tribe’ 1 . A person who, according to the 
strict custom of a tribe, cannot be regarded as a mem- 
ber of that tribe may well be regarded as a member 
of that tribal community. Where a non-Munda 
woman is married to a Munda male and the marriage 
is approved and sanctioned by the Parha Panchayat 
of that tribe and the marriage is valid she may not, 
on the assumption that the rule of endogamy prevails, 
become a member of the Munda tribe in the strict 
sense as not having been born in the tribe. She can- 
not, however, be excluded from the larger group, 
namely, the tribal community. The High Court has 
taken the view that the use of the term "tribal com- 
munities" in addition to the term "tribes" in Article 


342 shows that a wide import and meaning should be 
Given to these words and even if the respondent is not 
a member of the Munda tribe by virtue of birth she 
having been married to a Munda after due observ- 
ance. of all formalities and after obtaining the approval 
of the elders of the tribes would belong to the tribal 
community to which her husband belongs on the ano- 
logy of the wife taking the husband’s domicile* Even 
without invoking the doctrine of domicile the respon- 
dent’s marriage with late Shri Jaipal Singh who was 
a Munda having been approved and sanctioned by 
the Parha Panchayat of the Munda tribe it can well 
be said that she became a member of the Munda tribal 
community. We have not been shown any infirmity in 
the reasoning of the High Court on this point, when 
a person, in the course of time, has been assimilated 
in the community it is somewhat difficult to compre- 
hend how that person can be denied the rights and 
privilages which may be conferred on that community 
even though tribal by constitutional provisions. 

In the result this appeal fails and It is dismissed 
but in view of the nature of the points involved we 
leave the parties to bear their own costs in this court, 

A. N. Grover, J. 

M. H. Beg, J. 


February 2, 1972. 


[No, 82/BR/2/70.] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Enforcement Directorate) 

(Department of Personnel) 

F.E.R-A* 

Netu Delhi , the 21 st November, 1970 

S.O. 3$o. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by section 27 of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 (VII of 1947) tnd 
in pursuance of the powers conferred under the Foreign Exchange Regulation (Publication of Names) Rules, 1970, the Director of Enfor- 
cement hereby publishes the names and other particulars of the persons who have been adiudged by the Director of Enforremert to 
have contravened the provisions specified in sub-section 1 of section 23 of the F.E.R. Act for the period 7th January 5 1970 to 6th 
May, 1970 being the categories of persons provided in rule 3 of the said Rules, 


S- Name & address of the person Date and No. of the order and provisions of the Act 

No. particulars of the penalty im- contravened 

posed 


I 2 

3 

4 

I, Air. Joseph Mercer C/o Royal Western India Turf Club, Mahalaxmi, 
Bombay-7. 

1/08/70 dated 21-3-70 

Rs. 22.000/- 

4(1) 

2* Shri K. M. Ibrahim, 205, Second Floor, Linghi Chetty Street, 
Madras-i. 

IV/28/70 dated 25-2-70 

Rs. 15,000- 

5(lXaa) 

5 dXc) 

3. Shri V. Sornanathan, Chcttiar, Amman Koilar Street, Dcvakottaj, 
RflmnadDistt* 

IV/40/70 
dated 18-3-70 

Rs. 15,000/' 

5(TYaa) 

sdxc) 

9 


[No. F.JED/Genl. (44)/70] 

M. G. WAGH, 

Director, 
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(Vftw fflT4T»T) 

FTo Tj PTo To 
t£ f^T\ 21 1970 

*T T 1 V ’ 930 — -"rtfF fiT : IT r rr T r ;rTTT 19 17 ( 1947 TTH 7 T)# TFT 27 ffFTTTTT 7 l 1 Wlff TT 

TrrrV^r T.T'rFff-r-r ( r.'T- r ,t;/r r) 'iff rr. 1070 ircr <tft mTTTf £ tt’ttt TTrifT^TTSTFr jft stt 

•tFtT ff V Tf*T FF aft> 7 FtFtTT TF’i ’t f^T f T 7 T ITtT Ft^TIT % f^TT ^ Ft TT ^Tf'prft 4 7 TTTFt, 

1 97 0 T 0 T# 1 970 V r 5TT F To To Flo TV TFT'TT ffr TFT 23 % TT-TFT 1 % W^sff TT 7flF nfc t TTfT 

f#ll# Y FTTT 3 if Fct Tt ^tFtTTT TTT ^TlT f I 


TF srFfT EfiT Tm tIT TTT TIT 71 €t TTfF'T Tk TW T47 TT-TW* ?M fsFPPT 

(Rill ! FT '3?TT'T FtTT W ^ 


1 


2 


3 


4 


1 farm 7ft?FE im — TTTT#f37f ^f^TT £9) 1/98/ 78 forte 2'1- 3-70 22,000 4(l) 

*FrT KiflWft' TRI^-7 I 

2 rft %o i^Io WCfW 205 ^TTT Fite TT> lV/28/7ofo ;r te 25-2-70^° 15,000 5(l ) (%%) 

vftz wzv t- 1 $(i)(ift) 

3 j sft ^Fo TforNTT %ftsw, T^TT j IV /4 0 / 7 0 forte 1 8-3-7 0 3Io 15000 (5(l)(CR) 

teTterrf TTTT fTTT I 5 (i ) {#) 9 


[fo Ulo STfno /n° ( 44 j/ 70 ] 

({To tfVo TTT| 
fT^W, 

FTcfT f-fosiWT I 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
(INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTION) 

New Delhi 7 the 1 st February IQ72 

S.O. 851 — In partial modification of the then Ministry of Industrial Development and Company Affairs (Indian Standard! 
Institution^ notification No. S.O. 3456 dated 5 September 1968 pubishej in the Gazette of India. Part II. Section Sub-section ' i) 
dated 28 September 1968* the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that the marking fee per unit for distribution fuse-board) 
and cutoua has been revised. The revised rate of marking fee, details of which are given in the Schedule hereto annxed, shalljJa' 
into force with effect from 1 Ian* 1972: 


The Schedule 


Product/Class of Product No. and Title of Relevant Indian Standmd Unit Marking fee per unit 

No. 

(7) w ~~ 77) ( 4 ) 00 ~~ 


1. Distribution fuse-boards 
and cutouts rewirable. 


IS : 2675-1066 Specification for enclosed One fuse- (i) 25 pflise per unit for 6. 16, 25 and 32A 
distribution fuse-boards and cutouts for board current rating of types £P ano SFNj 
voltages not exceeding 1000 volts. (ii) 50 pa^se per unit for 6.16. 25 and 32A. 

current rating of types DP* TP and 
TPN; 


ro5o 
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(Hi) Re i,oo per unit for 33 and 100 A current 
rating of types SF-, SPN> DP, TP an^ 
TPN. 

[No. CMD/13 :io] 

M. V. PATANKARj 
Director (Central Marks) 

tfhftfinr farm 
(vr:T?fr^r h>tt 
qi fair, 1 1972 

s 5 i . — <tft % wrn’HBP'* 3 " 3 -qw 2 f^rhr 28 1968 if srBTfw 

fUt^nr farm ?wt wfr mfr % imr TnrTta q-R-qr ^fsjr^Frr qw trq-o <fto 3456 5 famF 

1 968 rPit i -fmr 'fr 1 <tf la' ttptb T^qrr ft ftz if q-fsp}f<rr fen rrt ^ f% srf?r spbt£ fttf *ftT 

ft ijrit^ 'B r t 1 'f t > fm f ftt wr i 1 9?i*fr # f fftfm f5R% vftX ifa*\ spjsft ^ 

f 1 orm) 197 2 ^ ^rrn sfr <sn q-'jfr 1 


WW* 


■??tk uTt frr ?(tt spr q’j-Fj m r fty wttr ff 'rerrw srftr *r?FfatR 9far 

fflT wrf 


(1) (2) 


(3) (4) (5) 


1. IFFT rTTT STIT JTF^ ftR 

pR^T 'T I T 3f ft? fK 

9F5TTF2: 


IS: 2675-1966 1000 ~ft?Z ffj 

?r tcttFstf ftrzzr % fff w*r 
ffcRir Tpr frit fF wz srraf 
# faftrfe: 1 


(1) e,i 0,25 iftr 32 q; 5m 
% i fV efr t^r ar <rt % 

srfar 'ppr fti 2 5 'fir 1 
( 2 ) 6 , J 6 , 25 ?tK 32 ^ STITT 
% ft ft, ft ft srtr ^0 y jr^f 
% srfa 9!pr fti 5 0 ^?¥r 1 


(3) 33 «rk too q: sift tfrnr % 
<fr, >T5T tff <^r, ft f - , jfV «ft 
*flF it fr ^r Frvrf % ?far <T^ar 
fti to 1.001 


[fo fto fto j 13:10] 

<^To fro 'TTcRFF, 

ff&FB *rrf£) | 


Sic. 3(ii)J 
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ministry of foreign trade 

Rubber Control 

New Delhi , the 1 Oth February 1972 


sfit ^rftr % sVrt % wMt’RT 

x&s w# % T( FTT'TTTj'T it fww fa^r 

ww | i 


S.O. 852.— Shri T. V. Joseph, Secretary, Rubber 
Board, Kottayam, Kerala State, was granted earned 
leave for 20 days with effect from 11th May, 1970 to 
30th May, 1970 (both days inclusive). 

2. In pursuance of sub-section (2) of Section 6 A of 
1947 (24 of 1947), Shri K. V. Chacko, Finance and 
Accounts Officer in the Rubber Board, Kottayam was 
appointed to officiate as Secretary, Rubber Board, in 
addition to his own duties, during the period of leave 
of Shri T. V. Joseph. 

LNo. F. 21(19) PJant(B)/67.] 

faiir «mrc toot 

irf fiflfifr, 10 'RTtt, 1972 


[tfoWo 2l(l9) (sft) 167] 
CffTo ITSfo 


New Delhi the 2 '2nd February 1972 

S.O, 854, — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), cuir mattings should be 
subject to quality control and inspection prior to ex- 
port; 


T5T? PTWW 

Wo Wo8 52-W afri, ThJq- % 

ffo 1 1 1 970 30 1970 

(stair fatalrw^tr) 2 oMt^) , «rf^Rr 052 tjrerT^t*it«ft i 

2. 1947 ( 1 947 W 24) W7J 

64V ^ ST-ETPCX ( 2 ) % SPIRTS ir Tff Stl, WiiTWr 

J? f*m ?WT STfawrl «fr %o sfr W’ta ta «t it *fto 

sfta'rr ttit wifa % Tkrr w w 4 % srfafw 

vri % Jif=J9 sf: T3 qr tWTTOf *7 fOT! OTl 

[ffoWo 21 ( 19) '5rt3-(*ft)/6 7] 

S.O, SW. — Shri T. V. Joseph, Secretary, Rubber 
3oard, Kottayam, Kerala, was granted earned leave 
:>r 30 da) r s with effect from 9th March, 1971, to 7th 

.pril, 1971 (both days Inclusive) with permission to 

reftx 6th, 7th and 8th March, 1971, and suffix 8th, 9th, 
3th and 11th April. 1971, being holidays to his leave. 

2. In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 6A of 
le Rubber Act, 1947 (24 of 1947), Shri K. V. Chacko, 
inance and Accounts Officer In the Rubber Board, 
lojtayam was appointed to officiate at Secretary, 
Jbber Board, in addition to his own duties, during 
le period of leave of Shri T. V. Joseph. 

[No, F, 21(19) Plant(B)/67.J 

N. N. MALHAN, 

Dy. Director. 

Wo Wo 8 5 3-TSTT Tta, if flfwT 

T ’fro sfftre 6, 7 OTt 8 w#, 1971 % 

Tff 8, 9 1 0 OTT 11 whr, 1 9 7 1 % f^ff 

t fa wrwsr fcwr 7 , wtat a 

W7 9JR, 1971 7 7TO, 1971 cRF (^taf faff flfar) 

.<t ’tff srffar wsrf snwi qff qi «ff 1 

2 . 7^5 srfaf’TWT 1947 ( 1 9 4 7 w 24 ) q?f EJRT 
T 37-ETPT ( 2) % WJSRta if T7? iftf, WJT77 if 

j ott Tfawft =5ft 7t<> wta w efo^fo 


And whereas the Central Government has formulat- 
ed the proposals specified below for the said purpose 
and has forwarded the same to the Export Inspection 
Council, as required by sub-rule (2), of rule 1 of 
the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 
1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub -rule, 
the Central Government hereby publishes the said 
proposals for the information of the public Likely to 
be affected hereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring 
to forward any objections or suggestions with respect 
to the said proposals may f^rwaid the same within 
thirty duj r s of tne date of publication of this notilica- 
tion in the Official Gazette to the Export Inspection 
Council. ‘World Trade Centre', 14/IB, Ezra Street (7th 
ffoor), Calcutta-1. 

Proposals 

(1) . To notify that coir matting shall he subject to 
quality control and inspection prior to export; 

TT 

(2) . To specify the type of inspection in accordance 
with the Draft Export of Coir Mattings (Inspection) 
Rules, 1972, set out in Annexure I to this notification, 
as the type of inspection which would be applied to 
such coir mattings prior to export; 

(3) To recognise — 

(a) the specifications for coir mattings as set out in 
Annexure II to this notification as the stand- 
ard specifications for the coir mattings; 

(b) in the absence of any specifications as set out 
in Annexure II, the specifications formulated 
by a panel of experts appointed by the Export 
Inspection Council for tne purpose of examin- 
ing and approving samples submitted by the 
exporter; 

(4) To prohibit the export in the course of inter- 
national trade of coir mattings unless the same is 
accompanied by a certificate issued by any one of the 
Export Inspection Agencies established under se tion 7 
of the Exp oi t (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963 h tc the effect that the coir mattings 
conform to the specifications recognised under sub- 
paragraph (3) and is exportworthy, 

2. Nothing in this notification shall apply to -he ex- 
port by sea, land or air, of samples of coir mattings 
to prospective buyers. 

3. In this notification “coir mattings” shall mean 
and include the following, namely — 

(i) Handloom coir mattings. 
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(11) Coir matting mats, 

(iii) Coir matting rug*, 

(iv) Any other sort# of coir mattings, 

4 . This notification shall coma into forca on the . . . . 

February, 1073, 

Annixub* I 

Draft rules proposed to b* made under aection 17 
of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963). 

1. Short title and commencement, — (1) These rules 
may be caLed the Export of Coir Mattings (Inspection) 
Rules, 1972. 

(2) They shall come into force on the February, 

1972, 

2. Definitions. — In these rules, unless the context 
otherwise requires, — 

(a) ‘Act* means the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1063 (22 of 1963); 

(b) ‘Agency* means the Export Inspection Agen- 
cies established at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin, 
Delhi and Madras under section 7 of the Act; 

(c) ‘Council* means the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil established under section 3 of the Act; 

(d) Coir mattings shall mean and, include the 
following, namely; — 

(i) Handioom coir mattings. 

(ii) Coir matting mats 

(iii) Coir matting rugs. 

(iv) Any other sorts of coir mattings. 

3. Basis of inspection . — Inspection of coir mattings 
intended for export shall be earned out with a view 
of seeing that tne coir mattings conform to the speci- 
fications recognised by the Central Government under 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act. 1963 (22 of E63) (hereinafter referred to 
as the recognised specifications), 

4. Procedure of inspection . — (1) An exporter in- 
tending to export coir mattings shall give an intimation 
in writing in the prescribed form of his intention so 
to do to the nearest office of the Export Inspection 
Agency. 

(2) Every intimation for this purpose shall be given 
net less than seventy two hours before the expected 
date of shipment 

(3) Before applying for inspection, the exporter shall 
himself inspect the goods carefully and remove all 
such goods which do not conform to the recognised 
specification*. 

(4) The goods shall be packed in rolls or bundles 
and kept ready in packed condition properly stacked 
in a well lighted place. 

(5) The exporter shall provide the necessary faci- 
lities to the Inspecting Officer of the Export Inspection 
Agency for carrying out inspection to ensure that the 
consignment conforms to the recognised specifications. 

(6) The inspection of coir mattings shall be done 
reference to the recognised specifications of different 
varieties of coir matting. 

5- Place of inspection. — The inspection shall be car- 
ried out at the premises of the manufacturer or at the 
premises of the exporter. 

6. Inspection fee.— A fee at the rate of ten paise for 
every hundred rupees of the F.O.B. value of such con- 
signment shall be paid as inspection fee for inspec- 
tion of coir mattings. 

7 . Certificate of Inspection- — After satisfying itself 
that consignment of coir mattings conforms to the re- 
cognised specifications and has bqen sealed in accord- 
ance with the instructions issued in this behalf, the 
Export Inspection Agency shall issue a certificate de- 


claring that the consignment conforms to the recog- 
nised *peciflcation* and ia exportworthy. 

& Appeal. — (a) Any person aggrieved bj the refu- 
sal to issue a certificate under rule 6, may within ten 
day* of receipt of the communication of such refusal 
by him, prefer an appeal to a panel of experts consist- 
ing of not less than three person*, appointed for the 
purpose by the Central Government, 

(b) The quorum for tht panel shah be three. 

(c) The decision of the panel on such appeal shall be 
final. 

Annex ure II 

Specifications for . coir matting s 

1, General Requirements 

1.1. The mattings shall be manufactured from blea- 
ched or unbleached coix yarn as agreed to between the 
buyer and seller. The yarn shall be of two-ply. 

1.2. The mattings shad be firmly and evenly woven. 

1.3. The mattings shall be plain, dyed or stencilled 
or may have designs woven into them- 

1.4. The mattings may be made into rugs or matting 
mats as agreed to between the buyer and the seller. 
In such cases the cut ends of the matting mats or rugs 
shall either be stitched with suitable cotton thread 
or bound with jute webbing plain, coloured or fancy 
or ends doubled back and interlaced in the body of 
the matting mats or rugs. 

1.5. The mattings shall not be loaded with salt or 
other extraneous matter. 

2 , Specific Requirements: — 

2.1. The mattings of a particular quality number^ 
shall comply with the requirements for thgt quality 
number as given in the table or be in accord- 
ance with the specifications approved by the panel of 
experts. 

2.2. Construction* — The mattings of a particular qua- 
lity number shall conform to the constructional de- 
tails for that quality number as given In the Table 
or be in accordance with the specifications approved 
by the panel of experts. 

2.3. Ends and Picks.— -The minimum number of warp 
ends arid the number of picks per decimeter (or foot) 
of matting shall be in accordance with requirements 
given in the Table or be in accordance with the speci- 
fications approved by the panel of experts. 

2*4. Weight. — The weight per sq. meter (or sq, yard) 
shall be as specified in the Table or be in accordance 
with the specifications approved by the panel of experts- 
A tolerance of + 7’5 cent In the weight per sq. metre 
— 5‘o 

(sq, yard) shall be permitted. 

2.5- Dimension . — The dimensions of mattings shall be 
as specified in the export contract as agreed to between 
the buyer and the seller. The usual sizes of mattings 
are given below:—* 


Mattings width 

Dimensions of matting 


Size No. 


Cm 


Inches 


0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

l 

9 

10 


45 

55 

60 

70 

90 

1 15 

i4o 

160 

180 

270 


t8 

22*5 

24 

27 

36 

45 

54 

63 

72 

ro8 


+ Mattings are supplied in rolls. 

A "Roll 1 5 of matting is usually 45m (or 50 yds.) Jong. 
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Unless specifically agreed otherwise, the fallowing tolerances in dimensions shall b* allowed: 

Coir Mattl ngs— Length — ± 1 % 

F«r Width upto 180 cm (71") 

± 13 mra( 1 1 2 *) 

Fo? Width above 180 cm (71') 

± aj mm (1") 

Coir Matting Rugs— Length — ± 13 mm (i/a') 

Pot Width up to 180 cm (71') 

dt 13 nim (i/a # ) 

For Width above 1B0 cm (71') 

± 25 mm (1') 

Coir Matting Mats — Length — ± 13 mm (1/2') 

Width ± 13 mm (1/2') 

The Table 

CONSTRUCTIONAL DETAILS OF HANDLOOM COIR MATTINGS 


warp wept weight 


Qualitv 

— — 

— 

— 

— „ 

Ends 

Min, 


— 





No, 

Quality of yarn 


Approx. 



„ — 

Quality of yarn 

Picks 

Min. 

kg.i m,* 

Lb./yd.« 





scorage of 

Per 

Per 

— — — — . — ,• — . — 

— . — .» — — 








yarn 

dm. 

ft. 


Per 

Per 











dm. 

ft. 



1 

2 



3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

TtvO'Jrtadle Plairi Weave 










M2A1 

ANJENGO . 



15 

33 

100 

VYCOME/BEACH 

11 

32 

1-50 

2-7 5 

M2A2 

ANJENGO , 



14 

3 i 

93 

VICOME/BEACH 

11 

32 

i ' 35 

2*85 

M2A3 

ANJENGO . 



13 

29 

87 

VYCOME/BEACH 

10 

30 

1 * 62 

3-00 

M2A4 

ANJENGO . 



12 

27 

80 

VYCOME/BEACH 

9 

28 

1*70 

3 * 15 

M2R1 

ARATORY , 



15 

33 

loo 

VYCOME/BEACH 

11 

32 

1-42 

2- 60 

M2R2 

ARATORY . 



14 

31 

93 

VYCOME/BEACH 

n 

32 

1 * 60 

2-70 

M2R3 

ARATORY . 



13 

29 

fi? 

VYCOME/BEACH 

10 

30 

I '55 

2*85 

M2R4 

ARATORY . 



12 

27 

80 

VYCOME/BEACH 

9 

28 

X'62 

3-00 

MaVi 

YYCOMH . 



IS 

33 

too 

CALICUT/BEACH 












VYCOME 

9 

28 

1 ■ 35 

2*45 

M2V2 

VYCOME . 



M/13 

30 

90 

Do. 

9 

28 

1-42 

2*60 

M2V3 

VYCOMB . 



12 

27 

80 

Do. 

9 

28 

1*50 

2’ 80 

M2B1 

BEACH 



II/IO 

23 

70 

BEACH/KALLA [ 

9 

28 

0 30 

2 * 3 <r 

M2B2 

BEACH 



9 

20 

60 

BEACH/KALLAI 

9 

28 

1 *40 

2' 15 

Two-Treadle Basket Weave 











M2BA1 

ANJENGO . 



15 

3 ° 

90 

ANJBNGO/ARATORY 

17 

50 

l f 72 

3 ' 2 o 

(3X2) 












M3BA2 

ANJENGO . 



14 

28 

84 

ANJENGO/ARATORY 

17 

50 

1 ’ 77 

3 ‘ 3 ° 

(3 X2) 












M2BA3 

ANJENGO . 


# 

13 

26 

78 

ANJENGO/ARATORY 

16 

48 

i’ 82 

3 ‘ 4 ° 

(3X2) 












M2BA4 

ANJENGO . 



15 

30 

90 

VYCOME 

17 

50 

1-62 

3*00 

(3 X 2) 
M2BA5 

ANJcNGO 



14 

28 

84 

VYCOME 

17 

5 o 

1,68 

3‘ 10 

(3x2) 

M2BA6 

ANJENGO . 



13 

26 

78 

VYCOME 

16 

48 

I ‘72 

3*20 

M 2 ^Ri 2J 

ARATORY . 



x 5 

3 o 

90 

ARATORY 

17 

50 

1 ‘68 

3 'to 

(3x2) 












M2BR2 

ARATORY . 



14 

28 

84 

ARATORY 

17 

50 

i -72 

3*20 


ARATORY . 



13 

26 

78 

ARATORY 

16 

48 

x ■ 78 

3-30 

M^R^ 

ARATORY , 



15 

30 

90 

VYCOME 

17 

50 

I ‘58 

2-90 

(3X2) 












M2BR5 

ARATORY . 



14 

28 

84 

VYCOME 

17 

50 

1 ‘62 

3-00 

(3X2) 

M2BR6 

ARATORY . 



13 

26 

78 

VYCOME 

16 

48 

1*68 

3-io 

(3X2) 












M2BRV1 

VYCOME 



14 

28 

84 

VYCOME 

16 

48 

1*48 

2‘ 70 

( 3 X 2 ) 












M2BRV2 

VYCOME . 

, 


13 

26 

78 

VYCOME 

16 

48 

l '52 

X 80 

/3 X 2'. 












M2BRV3 

VYCOME . 

, 


12 

24 

73 

VYCOME 

*5 

46 

i* j8 

2-90 

(3X2) 












M2BB1 

BEACH 



10 

20 

60 

BEACH 

15 

44 

1*38 

2‘50 

(3X2) 
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12 345 6 789 io 


Three Treadle Weave 


M3AI 

ANJENGO . 


if! 

35 

iofi 

VYCOMii J-iEACH 

II 

34 

i* 5 « 

2 '90 

M3A2 

ANTENGO . 


15 

33 

100 

VYCOME'HEACII 

II 

32 

1 ■ 62 

3-00 

M3A3 

anthngo . 


J 4 

31 

93 

VYCOMii, 'BEACH 

TJ 

32 

1 *68 

3-10 

M3A4 

ANfENGO . 


13 

29 

87 

VYCOME/BHACH 

10 

30 

1 ’75 

3 '25 

M3A5 

ANJENGO . 


T2 

27 

So 

VYCOME/BEACH 

10 

30 

1*82 

3*40 

M3RI 

ARATORY . 


IP 

35 

106 

VYCOME/BEACI 1 

1 1 

34 

1*50 

2*75 

M3K2 

ARATORY . 


15 

33 

TOO 

VYCOME'HEACII 

II 

32 

*’55 

2*85 

M3R3 

ARATORY . 


J 4 

3 i 

93 

VYCOME ''BEACH 

TT 

32 

1*60 

2*95 

M3R4 

ARRATORY 


i 3 

29 

87 

VYCOME/EEACH 

10 

30 

1*68 

3 1 10 

M3R5 

ARRATORY 


12 

^7 

So 

VYCOME BiiACI-T 

10 

30 

i *75 

3*25 

M3Ct 

ASHTAMUDI , 


IT 

24 

73 

VYCOME'HEACH 

9 

28 

2*08 

3*90 

M3V1 

VYCOME . 


T 4 

3 i 

93 

VYCOMli/BEACH 

IQ 

30 

1-40 

2 1 55 

M3V2 

VYCOME * 


13 

20 

S 7 

VYCOME/BEACH 

9 

28 

1 '45 

2*65 

M3V3 

VYCOME * 


T 2 

27 

Ho 

VYCOME'IiEACH 

9 

28 

1*52 

2 ' 8 o 

M3B1 

REACH 


10 

22 

fi 7 

BEACH'KALLAI , 

9 

28 

1-40 

2 '55 

our-Treadle Weave 

IT 










A r 

M4A1 

ANJENGO . 



33 

100 

VYCOME 

13 

40 

1*70 

3-15 

M4A2 

ANJENGO . 


Tt 

31 

93 

VYCOME 

13 

40 

1*75 

3*25 

M4A3 

ANJENGO . 


T 3 

29 

37 

VYCOME 

13 

3 « 

1*82 

3*40 

M4A4 

ANJENGO . 


12 

27 

80 

VYCOME 

13 

38 

1*90 

3*55 

M4R1 

ARATORY * 

. 

T 5 

33 

TOO 

VYCOME 

13 

40 

T *62 

3-oo 

M4R2 

ARATORY , 


14 

31 

93 

VYCOME 

13 

40 

1 * 68 

3*io 

M4R3 

A ATOKY . 

, 

13 

29 

*7 

VYCOME 

13 

38 

1*75 

3 ' 25 

A 14 R 4 

A ATORY * 

t 

12 

27 

So 

VYCOME 

T 3 

38 

T * 82 

3 ’ 4 ° 

M4V1 

VYCOME . 


T 4 

31 

93 

VYCOME 

12 

36 

I * 6 o 

2*70 

M4V2 

VYCOME ; , 

, 

13 

29 

87 

VYCOME 

12 

36 

i -55 

2*85 

M4V3 

VYCOME . 

- 

12 

27 

So 

VYCOME 

12 

36 

1*62 

300 


3. Packing ; 

3.1 The coir mattings yTinlJ he pad'll as agreed To between the buyer and the seller* 

3.2 Each package snail ho marked with the following particulars, namely : 

(al Name of the mat* .rial ; 

(b) Size ; 

(c) Number of nieces picked in each package ; 

(d) Code number of the exporter ; 

(e) Gross weight; and 

(0 N'une, initials, trade mirk or any other identification mark of the exporter. 

[No, 6(I4)/7^EIEP.] 


sf faESfr, 22 qvSTff, 1 972 

• + fo sqro 8 3 -i. — ^ rer: ffnfa (qqrfafT fiteem tfn 
fsftenr) srfsrfaqTT, 1963 (i 963 qrr 22 ) # etttt 6 
3 ttt Tiffcrift snfrr qrst ft, q~ 3 Tq- ?ro 5 TT m 
tr I ftr tffsq *7 inner : v gn qqTfasf tews srte 
% SrSfET f>TT qrf|y; 

sfte m: : rcfn sttr ?r s*t m % fte^ 
ntefte? 3 TfiT=r '-an # sftT s?£ finfc (*arfo€f tetter 
sfte tetemr) tew, i 96 -i 4 ; tew i j mtew ( 2 ) 
artr q-^rr stefcn, tenfa te-ternt iterc t’t ?; 

srs: sa s^ STtew % srww ir, %tete ffWR, 
snatef te ster ?twt: writer ter ter w- 
smrOT qff nwrfr % fsq spFrfw rot 1 1 

• 2 . ROiia ga-rr i\ qtet % te sr wm % Rt 
i snter qT 5 ?tr wr te tesr 3rte qTR rFr, 


^ ttsw if srtefj^rrr % snptes qff sifter if 30 
fw % ^frspc faq% Orffaw qftetf, tete fs ftes,’ 
1411 -sffo, ^snj *frs ( 7 ^f sfw), rtrit -1 qr> 
kr spot 1 

STf-iR 

1 . ( 1 ) q^ srfsr^tes qrwr te rtt tfter te^te %■ 

RT'sfr tewn tfte tefars % srteT ?fn .- 

( 2 ) R tetefces ^ter % te srfagqsr % sttstr 

1 if sqaterr qrqr jffte teter (tefto's) teqn, 

1 9 7 2 % sr, % setsr term q>r srr Rfr w: Efte 
^ teqfc q«r faffem R %qr ste rtst srrr^ 1 

( 3 ) (q?) w srfugw % stt^s 2 ir wr st#r 
ter-RVf T>r Efrqs 4 fR ^ fsrr ifr^ f f^jr % ^7 ir 
srasr rt 1 

(q) sTRftr 2 if w sTqf°Rr fVtefsff 

ip s it fRfaRrf wm si^t f*p^ 
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*ITT amff TTf^r ’jV VT-fm f TTtTT 
^ fm faafa fafPmr afRra irt faaaa 
PRfajfr R TTT 5 RT TTTE aa fafaf Tf 

*ft RlT I 

(4) am PfR % maRRra 3 TTTPT % Tam if 
fraR m aai afaR aiRTT m aT faafa (amRt PraTT 
*fR PrRfSfa) afafaaR, 1963 ( 1 96 3 aT 23 ) # 
am 7 % aPra paataa PErfa fmRpa arfmEat if a 

tTsp arfmET 3 TTT RRt faRT TTT IT aTET TT RTPa- 

aa tt% ara a ?t Pf am PfRr aa-pR ( 3 ) R mita 

TRETT ITT fafa?jff R 5 TRm £ RR PraTa TfET £ I 

2, it afsnjraT aft afR Pr ara am PRa % tt 
a^jaf aft friar raft am at ar, tt? ar ara mr 
Praia star t, arra arft etat 1 

3, ?T afarjaar it ‘am PRa’ % maPa PEaPafaa 
Ram TRafaa PR afaaa £, aafa: — 

( 1 ) 5ta aRar am PRa 1 

(2) ott PRa pa 

(3) a?ar PRa ra 

(4) farft Pt ma Ram aft am PRa 1 

4, a^ afagaai . ...sRaft, 1972 it rrt 
?R ft 

^aaaj 1 

faatd (aarPrar famra ?iR; faffsmr) afafara, 
1963 ( 1963 aa 22) at hrt 1 7 % atsfra aara ma 
ar% srTttfaa faarf aa amr i 

1. Pfa'a air PR am r — ( 1 ) ia PErrt aa aTa 
am PRa faafa (faftsra) fair, 1972 £tar 1 

(2) P .... .saaRt, 1972 air rrtt ?ft‘a 1 

2. afram q, — aa faarf if, afa map Jr a?rf ma 
mf apt Prawn ft at : 

(sr) tPjPett it tPhmci £ Praia (aa Praia 
PR PRtsra) srfrjfaar, 1963 (1933 at 
22) 

(ar) 'srfaaEa’ it srfaaa t tTstPett aft am 7 
R maaa ’nfaa am?, manaT, affata, 
faaaft aa ana % Praia PRRra af'aam' 

(a) ‘afm’ ir afata | Tfafaar aft etrt 3 % 
arnta Rrrfaa faafa farter aftra 


(a) ”t ^^Rpaav if ‘aim afm’ % srm 
favafrPija aarr^ atmim tR rTtst f. 
pafa, — 

( 1 ) ara mar am ciRr 

( 2) am 31m ^ 

(3) fRfeT 

( 4 ) fart aft m aanr aft am afaa 1 

3. 'm m -t wa v. — fmrfa % far arnafm am 
afar aa imfVemr, aa $Rir aft afe ir araffmr fam 
tt at far am afaa, faafa fmmr afR faftsaa) 
arfafamr, 1963 (196.1 aa 22) aft am 6 % arsfta 
ai^tr mam 3 rt aMama fafmft frit a*r% 
amra wnw fafa?:ar am am t) % ar^m t 1 

4. fm'-maf- R’’ — (1) am 4fRt aa fmtfa 

aa amnr mif arar faafaaarf faamnr faa% friRna 

arfaram % aaafara aft ftm ara^ 1 2 % Pn”, ars% atwa aa 
Pa Poi y -am if farPia naiHi ^11 I 

(2) it mimr % fra rtt^ar Rirtaa armaaft 
RTrtfm arfta ir 72 m ^ aar a fart TtraT 1 

( 3) fmtw % fm; arraaa aR^ 1 % faafaaarf 
TTawEft^ar aaa ata aa fa^tara aRm tR nir rnft rtt, 
aft ai^dntf ar falafiaf % apjam a at, ^ar tai 1 

(4) a 11 PR ar mart if ^ar f%ar artifar tR 
Omi'Pi^ 11 ) para m a'aa aa ir it am % Rr aft a^ awr 
if tarn Tam 1 

( 5 ) faafaaarf faafa faitsT'a arPaaRa % fart^na 
arfaaaft at aa afaRaa aRit ti faa tRot 
fafafaft % amr \ fRtwa aaatfRa aRa % faa armm 
jjfamff aft mraaT tRit 1 

( 6) am afRr, aa fmtTT, am afar, % fafaar 
aam % amatam fafamff % afa fafa ir faar anTm 1 

5. famm pa a. — fmr^RT fafaRfai % aRm if ai 
faafaaRf % aRm if aaafRaa farar Rrm 1 

6. farm 'tfta. — aRra % ata-aRa R:am 
Tpr % mftai 1 00 aa 1 0 Rr a?r m it after arm tfRr, 
R faRmr R Ret faRffpa-aftr % m if aaa aft Trq'ft 1 

7. faRma-T aaaT'aa. — mm af ammamr a 

aaara far am afRr, air afmr man mm 1 fafaaaf % 
aifST | sfR it fawT aRt faia % t^tr 

atar Tam aar faata faR’iRt arPaaRta, aa atfaa 
aR^ f a aana-aa TrR arRrr far aRrar arraarma fafamft 
% arjar | aR Praia aRa ^ 1 
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2.4. er. — ufa *ro jfto (jct wo ww) er 'rr# if 
wet faftfav wt favYwwf % tor im Eijwffaw 
fVPfatfr%E^TTR^i wffrw° *ffa (wtw°ew) 

if +7.3 wfaviw iff ipmr?r e^jue iffaf i 

— 5. o 
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a. w+w.-*- 

(ir) Pm 0 % Etffa 51mm wrff ir* % tmt 
if wrf^r i?fa ^iPte irt i$r wrr iff 
ftqV'tf iff jitFe % 10 faE % i+R 

4 KH>K IRT WTT WWfafE % pEJEE TffE 

sWpRPff § EFJE fwtwjffjj^ for Ef EtfaT 
frr wtPE 1 

(wr) faw % P*m j r«fafE TffE iff ^Wf i 
(w) drff srfta tt +r (E+W) et PtPfrw 
ePee $ee 1 

EEWET 2 

EWT PfaE E faE? fwfwtuT 

x. TTTERW ETWEEPEFt- 

1 . x. $ET Efa fa+ll % *ftE WEf if T 7 R E^TIK 
fW^ftTE WT 1 ETT iT 4 (+l 1 >T faPi*iT u l 

PtfWT WfaWT | 

^E Wt WW WE ^PIT I 

1 . 2 . 4 ftW ^?ET % V*l<- ifaFil ^,ET tftET I 

1 . 3. flfoT TTTWT, t#T WT tE *Z % TREE |JET £fWT *E 

EEif wt jq fVsnr^r $f TPT^ I 

1 . 4. if faE #TE Pp $*E E*fa PfafcE % ttw WFT W»J 
1FTC % E 7 JTTR Eft if WT 4 feW ifjf ir WEFE El 
E%wf 1 i$f eteeT if 4 ftw 4 rf wt Twf % w£ 
wfw EW^RT gw % EFf ir fflir EFft*WT mt, 
+ftw wt <foff <sp tfaw ir wtd w#t et"0+t iff 
«fte iff Efa wfat ftPf wfaw Ek tffaw’tef Ek 
Eff tl 7 JWW EFT ir EFnffWE flfa WEFT I 

1 . 5. flfkT «fr EWfa WWW WT ?EW f+T EEFf % TTTE 
E$f iff WFEff I 

2. rwfMwsr EWETEtt?.— 

2 . 1 . fafW WWTfrfaf TTWE % 4 fkr, TTR°ft if W«E 

+ fqftp s g TWTfw^f TIW <f WTWERcmff ^ 
lEJWT WT fw+mf +R ST 7 ! W^ftfET fwPfWf 
% jfjtet; ^fif 1 

2 . 2. wwiwe. — fwf&FJ wwrfwif +wi % 4 few Tnrwff if 
EE tf Wf WTff WWrfW^f TflPE % foli-1 WETWT tr 
5 .';^f % ifPJWT ^Ff WT fwrcff % TEW ffTO «FT- 

wffww fwfww tf f % «PJTET ?r+ I 

2 . 3. ^rr *ftr wptt. — 4 f%»r % wftr to tffo (wt $e) 
tr wtet ^rrf *ftr wee erFff «^f «rw ir te ttwt 
FTTW f if tf WTWWWTnwf % W^TEt ifEff WT 
ftrfwwf % ^EW 3 TTT W^EtftE fwfw^wf t W+TR 


2 . 5 - TEWTE. — 4 f%E % TEWFT f+rfE-TffWWT if fwfwlwwr 
+11 Wfl ft +11 % 41 W EEf Et TTTTT % TT^TTIT 
Wft I 4 fTE % WTfEW ERR Et% fat Ef | : — 


4faw % ETWET 


TOR^fo 

+ 4few iff Vfafa 



fra jfto 


0 

45 

18 

1 

£5 

32. 5 

2 

60 

24 

3 

70 

27 

4 

90 

36 

5 

113 

45 

6 

140 

54 

7 

160 

63 

8 

180 

72 

9 

270 

108 

10 


_ 


+ 4faw ftW if WWFT fatwr witwr I 


— 4fET ET 'ffaf TTfaw W ir 45 o (wt 50WW) 
WRT ffET | I 

EE EW fwfEfwsaW: EFTWT WER E fawt WET ETWET 
if fanfafiJE EWTTR E-^JIET ^>ff : 

WFR iffiE — -MR fa — + 1 wfaWE 

180 ifo tffo (71 we) + erw wfwfa % Pte 

± 13 fwo wf 0 ( nafaw) 

130 ir* iffo ( 71 tw) if 

EflR Vfafa fw^j + 23 Plo iffo ( 1 ^w) 
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K>57 


wit ± n (n 2 vr) 

^trrf — -j- 13 fTojftc (112 *t) 




urm 


STPTT 

wp; 

4TTfTfl To 

^fr Wl m ^cf TT 

wlr 5rfr ^ ^ ^ m 

*p*r % 

% ITTo/'Trj?/ 


TO 

^cifl-o srfa^ 

srfa 









1 

2 - 3 

4 5 

6 7 

8 

9 10 


t f Wf WTt : 

cnr 2 n;i 


15 

33 

100 

TTCTfa/sfW 

1 1 

32 

1 . 50 

2. 75 

CTTT 2 tr 2 

w^wrt 

14 

31 

93 


11 

32 

1 . 55 

2 * 85 

2 q 3 


13 

29 

87 

srETFTir/jffa 

10 

30 

1 . 62 

3. 00 

^2^4 

^Tsp^ft 

12 

27 

80 

TFEffatfhr 

9 

28 

1. 70 

3. 15 

t?*T 2 Ml ^ 1 

WRattV 

15 

33 

100 

TPRET/’frX 

1 1 

32 

1 . 42 

2.60 

qTT 2 WIT 2 

wnrKt 

14 

31 

93 


1 1 

32 

1 . 60 

2.70 

triT 2 WR 3 

wnztft 

13 

29 

87 

^PT'Ftw/sfN' 

10 

30 

1. 55 

2. 85 

Up 2?TR 4 

WRTtft 

12 

27 

80 


9 

28 

1 • 62 

3. 00 

tTTT 2 1 


15 

33 

100 

ftrr/sftw 

9 

28 

1 * 35 

2.45 

1RT 2 *ft 2 

thefE? 

14113 

30 

90 

TTTFfltR 

Witt 

J 

9 

28 

1 . 42 

2,60 

CTT 2 tff 3 

TPTSFtT 

12 

27 

80- 

Wfar 

9 

28 

1. 50 

2. 80 

t^T 2 ft 1 

frw 

11110 

23 

70 

'4W/*fr^ri ^ 

9 

28 

1 . 30 

2. 35 

qw 2 tfr 2 

sffa 

9 

20 

60 

3ftT/^srr£ 

9 

28 

1 . 40 

2 . 14 

V fjR : 

P 2 «fr ^ 1 

Wrft 

15 

30 

90 

TWr/WTTJtft- 

17 

50 

1 . 72 

3, 20 

(3X2) 

PW *ft 0; 2 


14 

28 

84 

W^W/WTTtfr 

17 

50 

1 . 77 

3. 30 

(3X2) 

t^ir tt 3 

srsN’t 

13 

26 

78 

w'pW/wRrrfr 

16' 

48 

1 . 82 

3. 4p 

(3X2) 

tnr 2 ^ 4 

W'3Rft 

15 

30 

90 

qiTTtK 

17 

50 

1 . 62 

3 . 00 

(3 - 2 ) 

1?T 2 aft <* 5 


14 

28 

84 


17 

50 

I . 68 

3. 10 

(3X2) 

2#r.q 6 

W5R> 

13 

26 

78 

wppFtw 

16 

48 

1 . 72 

3.20 

(3X2) 

Cf*T 2 Jff WP! 

WPWfr 

15 

30 

90 

wnaW 

17 

50 

1 . 68 

3. 10 

(3X2) 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

^ 2 «fY flK 2 

5TRjW" 

14 

23 

84 

MTVd t d 

17 

50 

1 . 72 

3, 20 

( 3 X 2 ) 










inr 2 3ft *rn: 3 

wTstfr 

13 

26 

78 

^Kcl(V 

1 6 

48 

1 . 78 

3 . 30 

(3X2) 










ITR 2 *fY 4 

*rr'.zrfr 

1 5 

3 0 

9 0 

^PPPYR 

17 

50 

1,58 

2.^0 

(3 X 2 ) 










2 sft - srrr 5 

WTsYfY 

14 

28 

84 

*mY»r 

17 

50 

1.62 

2. 00 

( 3 x 2 ) 










qiT 2 jft *?7T 6 

WTWtfl - 

1 3 

26 

78 

tptfYr 

16 

48 

I , 68 

3 . 10 

(3X2) 










cr*T 2 sfY *Y 1 

TPIVYf 

14 

28 

84 

«rmYR 

16 

48 

1 . 48 

2. 70 

(3X2) 










2 5fY*Y 2 

TPPFTR 

13 

26 

78 

irnufar 

16 

48 

1 . 52 

2.80 

(3X2) 










2 aft afT 3 


1 2 

24 

73 

<uttVt 

15 

46 

1 . 58 

2,90 

(3X2) 










^2^5^ 1 


1 0 

20 

60 

sfY*r 

1 5 

44 

1 . 38 

2, 50 

(3X2) 










WWlf 










3 it i 

^■^fY 

1 6 

35 

106 

; 3mTTtR/^ 

1 1 

34 

1 . 58 

2, 90 

ITR 3 tr 2 

(J'djrjfy 

15 

33 

100 


1 1 

32 

1 . 62 

3 * 00 

q^r 3 F 3 

¥r^fr 

14 

31 

93 


1 1 

32 

1 . 68 

3. 10 

q^T 3ir 4 

5TSp=rfY 

13 

29 

87 

^rtrrtR/sfYM 

10 

30 

1.75 

3 , 25 

t^T 3 ^ 5 


12 

27 

80 


10 

30 

1 , 82 

3. 40 

mr 3 *Tn: 1 


16 

35 

10$ 


11 

34 

1.50 

2 . 75 

3 SHT 2 


15 

33 

100 

WPFFW/aflH 

1 1 

32 

1 . 55 

2.85 

3 8T1T 3 

snxzYfY 

14 

31 

93 

f^pYr/sY^ 

11 

32 

1 . GO 

2 . 95 

'ITT! 3 5TTT 4 

WRjtfY 

13 

29 

87 

WPYR/tfN 

10 

30 

I , 68 

3*10 

3 *ttt 5 

srn^Yd 

12 

27 

80 

xnppYrr/'fY^ 

10 

30 

1 . 75 

3. 25 

CHT 3 tfY 1 

UpETJjfta 

1 1 

24 

73 

^rwYx/^r 

9 

28 

2 . 08 

3.90 

q*T 3 4Y 1 

dTPi^F 

14 

31 

93 

^Tq^W/afY^- 

10 

30 

1 , 40 

2 . 55 

tnr 3 2 


13 

29 

87 

^m-^Fr/sfr^ 

9 

28 

1 , 45 

2.65 

3 ^fY 3 


12 

27 

80 


9 

28 

1 . 52 

2, 80 

35 ft l 


10 

22 

67 


9 

28 

1 . 40 

2 . 55 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

WIT |**T WW'.f : 










triT 4 ^ i 

vmfr 

15 

33 

100 

TlWtW 

13 

40 

1.70 

3.15 

<S*T 4 <3[ 2 

wsiNt 

14 

31 

93 

WEEFfa 

13 

40 

1 . 75 

3.25 

qw 4 IT 3 


13 

29 

87 

WEEFfa 

13 

38 

1.82 

3.40 

^Ff 4 IT 4 

wfofr 

12 

27 

80 

tetttet 

13 

38 

1 . 90 

3. 55 

tT*r 4 5717 1 

srrrTfl 

15 

33 

100 

7TT?tET 

13 

40 

1 . 62 

3.00 

Ttr 4 5117 2 

TTFrtft 

14 

31 

93 

•IETF <*1 

13 

40 

1 . 68 

3.10 

^ 4 WIT 3 


1 3 

29 

87 

WEEFEr 

13 

38 

1 . 75 

3. 25 

tr*r 4 stit4 

TiTTTtTV 

12 

27 

80 

! TET3>'ET 

13 

38 

1 . 82 

3. 40 

l$T 4 Wf 1 

*tee*Et 

1 4 

31 

93 

WEEFfo 

12 

36 

1 . 60 

2.70 

qw 4 *fV 2 

WTWWlW 

13 

29 

87 

WEEF>1 

12 

36 

1 . 55 

2.85 

ITJT 4 71 3 

^TEEFE! 

12 

27 

80 

WTq^ftTT 

12 

36 

1 . 62 

3. 00 


3. : — 


3 . 1 4 fir itn; fw^crr % qwr tt^ »i% % setett f ^ t 

3. 2 Tc^rr <t%w fafwfwfaci faftrfczwf e fafs^w fw witm, sivfa: — 

ft) ?TDEfV TT WHT : 

ft) STEEP! : 

ft ) t ,%e 7lwr Jr for fo ttt ttV wsn : 
ft) faTfTTTWr ^T? T«TT : 
ft) ffT WIT : «rk 

ft ) fTTTTTTT TT TH7, 3717(7! fagf Tr 7?t| W«T q^WET-fWf I 

[^° 6 (l4)/71-fo %fo fo tffo] 


S.O. 855. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following rules further to amend 
the Export of Coir, Products (Inspection), Rules, 1965, 
namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Coir 
Products (Inspection) second Amendment Rules, 1972, 

(2) They shall come into force on 1st March, 1972. 

2. In the Export of Coir Products (Inspection) Rules, 
1965, for rule 5A the following rule shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

“5A. Inspection fee . — A fee at the rate of fifteen 
paise for each bundle shall be paid as inspec- 
tion fee for inspection cf coir products.” 

[No. 6(5)/71-EIEP.] 
ft?#, 23 TiTTft-, 1972 

wr°855 . — (tot faTsm sfr* fTftsrr) 
Trfyfm, 1963 ( 1963 7T 22) WITT 17 ITTT SEET 


srfiRETf 3T fofo 3?7t fir ^73577 FTT % 

ferfa ftww, I 965 if STET TTCflSET ^ % for, 

faErfJrf%ci fwr ^rnfr : — 

1. ( i) ^ fr-cnr ttit Sc-nr % ftTfa (faTfsTW) 
fforr, 1972 grr wr 1 

( 2 ) W 1 ETW, 1972 4T| STW f> I 

2. 77R T^TEl % fJtTfr (ftTf$T*r) f^EET, 1965 $ 

%nr 5 tt % etet qr 

Tntrr : — 

“S^. fr^STT 7TET. — 7E1T TcTErf % 

% fair fTTtaTT if 57?>E fori qr <7^ 

^ T7 ?T t 5t7T ’Em # |" 

[Tfo 6(5)/71-fo?rrfo^ 0 qt»] 
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S.O. 856* — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act. 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following rules further to amend the 
Hxport of Coir Yarn (Inspection) Rules, 1960, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Coir 
Yarn (Inspection) second Amendment Rules, 1972. 

(2) They shall come into force on 1st March, 1972. 

2. In the Export of Coir Yam (Inspection) Rules, 
1960, for rule 7A the following rule shall be substituted, 
namely: 

“7A* Inspection fee* — A fee at the rate of thh’ty 
paise for each bale shall be paid as inspection 
fee for inspection of coir yam.” 

[No. Q(5)/7MHEP. 
M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, 
Dy. Director (Export Promotion). 

*to 856* — 

qfsrfWT, 1963 ( 1963 22) ETRT 17 5TU 5F?n 

M l fadq) SPTt 1 ! ^ ^ mTR f^rfcT 

(ftfterHl) faTR 1 , 1966 *TPT ^T^flEPT ^ fair, 

^rrrfr ft; ST^rfcT *— 

l ( i ) w suit (frfmu) fadfa 

HriVXH iWl, 1972 ^ » 

(2) # 1 *Tpf, 1972 ff»T I 

2. qT’TT (fMfaUT) f*FRT, 1 966 

^fipT 7^ % 9T fvf^T>FT Pm fw 

^ir^TT, WfcT : — 

“ 7 ^ Prdsm m % ftfterw % 

Pror ^ ^ tt 5Tc^ ms tt ?fPr <r£r 

[*T° 6(5)/71-^o^ofoffo] 
l**To $To VT^TnR ; 

(fmrk *Nbr) 1 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

JVetu Delhi t the 19 th February 1972 

9.0* 857* — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sections 46 and 74 of the Indian Post Office Act, 1698 
(6 of 1898), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following rules further to amend the Indian Post 
Office Rules, 1933, namely:— 

(1) These rules may be called the Indian Post Office 
(Twentyflrst Amendment) Rules, 1971. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

(3) In the Indian Post Office Rules, 103?; 

(1) in rule 145, in clause (b) of sub-rule (1) for the 
word "sterling” the word "foreign currency” shall be 
•ubGtituted* 

(2) in rule 146, 

(i) for sub-rule (2) the following sub-rule shall 
be substituted, namely; 


“(2) The amount for which a single foreign currency 
money order may be issued or the total amount fox 
which a single remitter may obtain such money order 
in one day shall be limited to £40 or its equivalent in 
any other foreign currency or Indian currency or such 
smaller sum as may in the case of remittances to any 
particular country or countries be specially notified 
by the Director General. In the event of foreign cur- 
rency money orders exceeding the prescribed limit in 
aggregate being accepted by a post office or offices 
in India from a single remitter In one day, only 
such money order or money orders as do not exceed 
that limit shall be advised to destination and the value 
of the remaining money order or money orders as 
actually paid in Indian currency at the time of issue 
shall be repaid to the remitter who shall not however 
be granted a refund of the commission paid by him 
in respect of such money orders. No foreign cur- 
rency money order shall include any fraction of a pence 
or fraction of any other smaller practical unit of cur- 
rency concerned. 

(li) in sub-rule (3), for the word "sterling” the 
word "currency” shall be substituted, 

(3) in rule (150) 

in sub-rule (1) for the word "sterling”, the word 
"currency” shall be substituted, 

(4) for rule 152 the following rule shall be substi- 
tuted namely: — 

“152, Foreign money orders expressed in foreign 
currencies received for payment in India shall 
be paid as if they were inland money orders, 
the amount in foreign currencies of the ori- 
ginal money orders oeing converted mto ru- 
pee currency by the Indian pnst office of ex- 
change concerned, at such rate of exchange as 
the Director-General may, from time to time, 
direct.”, 

(5) in rule 163 for the word "sterling”, the word 
"currency” shall Ibe substituted, 

(6) for rule 154, the following rule shall be substitut- 
ed namely:— 

"154. Under p 0 circumstances can a foreign money 
order, be paid after it has been treated as 
void or returned to the country of issue.”, 

(7) in rule 157. for the word "sterling” wherever it 
occurs the words "foreign currency” shall be rubsti- 
tuted. 

[No. 42/8/71-CF.) 

K. R. MURTHY, 
Director (Mails). 

from 


(fPfT tfiT afpf) 

^ 1 9 1972 

mo 857 . — mdPr r is98 

( 1898 *PT 6) tftHTCT 46 <T*TI 74 9TU 5T3TI irfwff VT 

mrtfm mqr Pm 1933 
^ *TUt *ftfrsr?T *67^ % Ppr fro qd^ T U I 

SPTTcft £1 : — 

( 1 ) f *rorf dur *n y< ftq (urcfam 

RifrtR) fwr, 1971 imr 1 

(2) ^ ijtr^N 
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(3) FK4lT FTOTT fFFF, 193 3 if, 

( l) fFFF 145 if, FTfFFF ( l) % W («r) if 
"TEftpr” UPS % TFTF TT “faltff fflffflr’’ 
ff*F TfFTFrfTF ftrl ffTFF | 

(2) fFFF 146 if (I) FT-fFFF (2) % TFTF 
TT fF^FfaRTF FT-fffFF srfFTFTfTF fffFr 

CnFFT, STfffq; : — 

'( 2) T? TOT fffF% fact r^ff flt-fr tt^f! 
FF)WT 3TTfr farFT 'FT F%FT TT fff 

m fffFff faq <T3F<T fFTTff q-^fr- 

TO7 tF flF if FfFTT r F OT F%TT, 

40 tW ft Cott f?f fFlrfr tIfF j tt 
vrTTcfr-qr ttfp if ff! tf-jft, ft '>fT 
ff^FT TOT ffff FtfFF ^T-tY, TT fffFf 
fFffffe l?i ft Iffr Tt fulcra ft t,f if 
ff^TFrlffV ffTTT faftfleF: 

F>f ffpf 1 irqr fFF if rT^ff fffJTFff F FTTF 
ff TPOTT FT FTOTTf FfTf TFRFT fOT 

ftf fft fTf ir faf^r 4tFr ir Fi%ff 

ffflfft F? TFff FFTFRTf T?t FffT if, fa'.; 

ffir FlrFiiT ft FFtFrlff vt, Ft ff 

ftffT F fffaff F I, FFPF TFTF TT TffT 

arrYffr v\i FfraTfT ft fftfitf 

Iff i£F, tff ’FTTFflff OT if FT ft ffTd 
ffFF FTTfffF 'Tftrft Y FFfT OTI FFT FT, 
faifaff F?t JF: FFF f*FFT FTTffr, % g 
ffir FFtarKr <ift ftff ff% irrr 
ffFfr FnftffF fft Tftarqr f§Y FvlFr i 

fOTf *ft ffflfft fflqft FFTfUt ir T'F 
FT FFfFF ffl# % %Tt TpF FT FT 
FFT4 *jfF£ FT TF tIotRtF F$f 5>FT I 

(ii) FF-fFFF (3) if'YjfFff” ff°F % TFTF TT 
“FT^ffr’ 1 ffi? TfaTFrrTF fffTT FTFFT, 

(3) fFFF 150 t — 

FTfFFF ( 1 ) if ‘YeFff” ff^T % £ FF TT ''ffTfffF ’ 
ff®T FfFTFTiTF fOTT FlYFT, 

(4) fFFF 152 % FFTF TT, fF^rfafaF fFFF 
a-rFTFTPTF Pfft ^Ift, ffF?.J : — 

‘152’ ffTTF if FTTT % Fffq TT C F fF??fr TT^Fff 
Jr ffFff'iFTF fllfft FftffrTT ffFff 

fFfFFF FTTFfF FTTTFT 5TTT q^T 
ft’fFFF 4 Y FT TT OTT FgrFFlffTr FFF* 
ffFF TT ffflff I, JJff FFtFTtTf 4l fll# 
FTTf% f Tff TT?F WTr if fFtF-FF 

TTT% FFff f%4 5TTTF Frit 4 *STFFTftF 
FFfffT*T ^ l” 


(5) fFFF 153 Y ‘TfffffF’ ff»F % TFTF TT 
VT^’ FfFTFrrTF %FT FFTFl, 

( 6j fFFF 154 FT TFTF TT, fF^Ffif^F fFFF 
FfFTFTftF fTTFT TnF'TT, FFfF : — 

“ 1 54 fTTf#r Fl TfTfTFfFFT F^ Trri fatffT 
FFfFTiT FFff WS FFFF Fr FFF FrF 
Iff FT FTTF ff<F TTFTF FFF F^f 
fFTFT FT F%FT l” 

( . j fFFF 1 57 if, YfffFF' ffSff, F|T ff^f fff F| 
FTFT |t, TFTF^TT f il ff 'fftFft' ff JF 
Tf . TFlfTF 1'ffF FIF’i ; 

[F- 42/8/7 1-Tffo it^] 

ff FTTo FfF, 

TFlffTr (irff) i 

(P. & T. Board) 

Ni.’w U's'liu, t/id 21a t February U)7- 

S + 0, 85 S. — The Director General. ? 03 ts and Telegraphs 
hercb.. a, r.ciHt tlr.1 with effect from 1st April, 1^72 
the Jo. iow .ii'i leiepco-.t, Exchanges in Andhra Circle 
of R & T. Department will he renamed afl ^hown 
against each exchange: — 

F.vjsUng name Proposed name 

L 31JAKKAH NAGAJiT BODHAN 

'A WANPARTH1 HOAD lVJADANAPUEAM 

LNo. 25‘5/72*PHB. J 

(FCP-FIT Ft;-) 

F^ fl?7ff, 21 ffTF^f, 1972 

fflo (fffo 8 5 8. — TTff-FTT FfrFtffff F? FTFffr 
ffTer | % 1-4-1972 if FIFT-FTT fFFTF % OT5F F#F Ir 
fFJFffffffF FffffftF % FHT FFF FT FF% FFFF 

fffffF FFF Tt FrF4 

f4fTF’ TTFTfFF FTF 

k 

1. ffTff r FFT FlFTF 

2. FTFTr«ff T>: FTFf^TF 

[F' 1 25- 5/ 7 2-tf FF V ff ] 

S.O. 859. — In purmance of para (a) of Section III of 
RuJe 434 of Indian Telegraph Roles, 1951, as introduced 
by S,0. No. (527 dated 8th March, 1980, tho Director 
(General, Pos's and 'Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 10th 
March, 1972 as the date on which the Measured Rate 
System will be intioduced in Clement Town. Prem 
Nagar and iRajpur Telephone Exchanges, U.P. Circle, 
which are partof Dchradun Exchange System, 

[No. 5-2/72-PHB(4).] 
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VTo WT» 859. — FTPft W 627, 

8M I960 im TO WTTfta TIT fWl, 1951 

<F PTTT 43 4 % 6TT III % <171 («p) % TRl-dTT 

JT^rT^TT T TT r T?¥[ »jf%<5T % -.'Sr^CT^T, RR THT wfa 

T.fl'TtT if ir fo tjittT % 

VR if, fTTi'T 16-3-72% Wl'fR'T TT 5TP£ TTT 

famir famr % i 

[To 5-2/7 2 — fi' fTT *f ( 4 )] 

IVeio Delhi, the 24 th February 1972 

S.O, 860.— In pursuance of Para (a) o! Section III 
ol Rule 424 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as intro- 
duced by S.O, No. 627 dated 8th March, I960, the Direc- 
tor General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 
16th March, 1972 as the date on which the Measured 
Kata System will be introduced in GIR1DIH Telephone 
Exchange, Bihar Circle. 

[No, 5M4/72-PHB(4)d 
24 TiTTfr, 1972 

TTfo Wo 86 0- — **TFft T5T1 627, fTTTT 

« TTTT, 1960 TfTT RTT fTT TT WTTrfRI TIT fTTT, 1951 
if! fTTT 434 % R 1J T III T (^) 

T frfNte TTlTiT % ftpTfc 16-3-7 2% 

Ttrrf'TT zx krttV rhj tt Ppm Pf*tt i 

[%»5TT 5—14/7 2— ’ft T.T (4) ] 


S.O. 861. — In pursuance of Para (a) of Section III 
of Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as intro> 
duced by S O. No. 627 dated 8th March, I960, the 
Director General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby speci- 
fics the 16th March, 1972 as the date on which the 
Measured Rate System will be introduced in Ayodhya 
Telephone Exchange, U.P. Circle in the local area of 
Falzabad Telephone System. 

[No. 5-7/72-PHBU3)] 

D. R. BAHL, 

Assistant Director General (PHB)- 

xpp' ?Tr° 861- — 5 P^ Tr <527, 

8 *rri, i960 stt rpt fmr wrefPr ttt P m, 1 95 1 

T OrfpT 434 t *r? Ill % $xr(*) % ttftt 
«fgr f%% g pp % TRtoVr TTEfl V WTTT % 

sr%!T wimr % fflffiw 

16-3-72 % jprrfmr %x smFft srnj; Pirn 

fwrr 1 1 

[%o 5-7/72-'ft^Ti( 13)] 
ff* STTTo R^T, 
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